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Developing a sustainable agricultural model is one of the great challenges of the coming
years. The agricultural practices inherited from the Green Revolution of the 1960s show
their limits today, and new paradigms need to be explored to counter rising issues such as
the multiplication of climate-change related drought episodes. Two such new paradigms
are the use of functional-structural plant models to complement and rationalize breeding
approaches and a renewed focus on root systems as untapped sources of plant
amelioration. Since the late 1980s, numerous functional and structural models of root
systems were developed and used to investigate the properties of root systems in soil or
lab-conditions. In this review, we focus on the conception and use of such root models
in the broader context of research on root-driven drought tolerance, on the basis of
root system architecture (RSA) phenotyping. Such models result from the integration
of architectural, physiological and environmental data. Here, we consider the different
phenotyping techniques allowing for root architectural and physiological study and their
limits. We discuss how QTL and breeding studies support the manipulation of RSA as
a way to improve drought resistance. We then go over the integration of the generated
data within architectural models, how those architectural models can be coupled with
functional hydraulic models, and how functional parameters can be measured to feed
thosemodels. We then consider the assessment and validation of those hydraulic models
through confrontation of simulations to experimentations. Finally, we discuss the up and
coming challenges facing root systems functional-structural modeling approaches in the
context of breeding.
Keywords: functional structural plant model, drought, phenotyping, root system architecture, plant development
and physiology, breeding
INTRODUCTION
At the advent of the Green Revolution in the 1960s, the world population was numbered at 3 billion
people. Roughly 50 years later, it reached 7 billion. According to the 2015 revised world population
prospects of the United Nations, median estimates place world population at almost 10 billion by
the year 2050 (esa.un.org; Lee, 2011). Feeding the current and coming world is a key challenge,
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and is strongly conditioned by the possibility of extending
the practices of the Green Revolution in developing world
regions such as Sub-Saharian Africa. Agricultural production
worldwide is facing rising multifactorial problems among which
are increasing pressure on arable lands, decreasing soil qualities,
rising cost of fertilizers and energy, and climatic change.
Regarding this last point alone, it is expected that changes
in meteorological pattern (precipitation and temperature) will
result in decreasing the mean yields of all crops (Knox et al.,
2012) especially due to drought, one of the mains constraints for
crop productivity (Lynch et al., 2014). This in turn will adversely
impact food security in regions where the bulk of the population
is coping with chronic hunger and malnutrition (Schmidhuber
and Tubiello, 2007; Lobell et al., 2008; Lobell and Gourdji, 2012).
One way for breeders to deal with emerging drought episodes
is to create cultivars with improved drought tolerance. This is
particularly critical for the subsistence crops used in developing
countries where people are almost completely reliant on the
crop effective adaptive capacity for their sustenance (Sultan
et al., 2013). One particular target of interest in this context
is the plant root system. Roots are the organs responsible for
the uptake of nutrients and water in the soil. Their efficiency
depends on several factors, the main one being their spatial
organization within the soil, or root system architecture (RSA)
(Den Herder et al., 2010; Draye et al., 2010). The RSA is
the result of the interaction between the genetic programming
of developing roots and their response to a specific growth
environment (Orman-Ligeza et al., 2014). Consequently, RSA
developmental plasticity is of major importance as it determines
the plant adaptability to environmental constraints such as those
of drought-subjected environments (Tuberosa et al., 2002a,b;
Lynch, 2007; Draye et al., 2010; Tardieu, 2012; Leitner et al.,
2014b). Another important aspect of roots that has been largely
overlooked is their functionality and in particular hydraulic
processes that facilitate water transport and may explain a
number of critical phenotypes, measured at the shoot level, for
drought adaptation (see Vadez, 2014).
Historical breeding programs have been mainly focused on
visible and easily quantifiable traits such as grain production,
shoot biomass, or resistance to diseases and pests, all accessible
traits from aboveground parts of the plant (Paez-Garcia et al.,
2015). Breeding programs emerging from the Green Revolution
have not directly focused on the root system. As root architecture
was shown to be positively correlated with plant productivity
(Lynch, 1995; Kell, 2011; Hufnagel et al., 2014), there is
an increasing interest in developing plant breeding programs
directed at “improving” RSA and developing new cultivars with
higher soil resources exploitation efficiency or better tolerance
to environmental stress such as drought (Wasson et al., 2012).
For example in sorghum, QTLs for nodal root angle have been
identified and shown to co-locate with QTL for traits related
to drought adaptation (Singh et al., 2010, 2012; Mace et al.,
2012). However, carrying out root traits-based breeding calls
for identifying root-specific phenes related to the optimization
of soil exploration and water and nutrient uptake in various
environments (Lynch et al., 2014). A prerequisite for this is to
be able to phenotype and to select desirable root parameters
(Paez-Garcia et al., 2015). However, root systems have long been
neglected in breeding programs specifically because they are
hard to phenotype. The rising interest in root breeding has thus
sparked the development of a wide spectrum of root phenotyping
techniques covering a large panel of growth conditions (Paez-
Garcia et al., 2015). Those techniques can be used to characterize
and quantify root growth and development parameters necessary
for breeding programs. An example of such technique in the
scope of drought research are lysimetric systems, where plants
are grown in large tubes offering space and soil volume similar to
field conditions. There, roots are not extracted destructively but
plant water extracted by the roots—i.e., their functionality with
regards to water—can be dynamically monitored throughout the
crop cycle (Vadez et al., 2014).
In addition to the emergence of numerous varied phenotyping
systems for roots, traditional breeding approaches can now
also benefit from the mechanistic understanding coming from
the field of functional-structural plant modeling (Xu et al.,
2011). Mechanistic modeling approaches offer the possibility to
integrate knowledge of plant development and physiology and
to assess it against varied environment, leading to more reliable
breeding (Lynch, 2013, 2015; Lynch et al., 2014). Functional-
structural plant model (FSPM) approaches focus on themodeling
of development, growth and function of all parts of the plant
(cells, tissues, organs...) at different level of details in their spatio-
temporal context. FSPMs are models that rely on an explicit
and accurate description of the considered plant structure, and
their efficiency is consequently tightly linked to the progress of
phenotyping techniques. FSPM link the structure of the plant
to its physiological processes, which are themselves driven by
environmental factors (Godin and Sinoquet, 2005; Vos et al.,
2007, 2010). The development of FSPMs is interdisciplinary
by nature and uses various concepts, tools and software
originating from a wide range of disciplines (DeJong et al.,
2011). It can involve scientists with backgrounds ranging from
plant physiology, plant development, soil science, mathematics,
computer science, cellular biology, physics, to ecology and
agronomy. For instance, to encode multiscale plant architecture,
Godin and Caraglio (1998) used nested graphs which originated
frommathematics and have been extensively used in others fields
such as economy, networks and telecommunications, genetics
and physics. Beyond encoding the plant structure, this multiscale
formalism can also be used to simulate the development of plant
architecture (Boudon et al., 2012; Ong et al., 2014).
Using FSPM to model the behavior of a crop root system can
help understanding the extent of the impact of RSA on a given
physiological process (DeJong et al., 2011). In silico approaches
offer the advantage of fully mastering the studied system and
allow to accurately assess the influence of each parameter on its
functioning through sensitivity analysis (Han et al., 2012). FSPM
have notably been used to simulate and study the development
of plants in the context of water acquisition and transportation
(Doussan, 1998; Roose and Fowler, 2004a; Doussan et al., 2006;
Javaux et al., 2008; Couvreur et al., 2012; Lynch et al., 2014).
In a breeding context, FSPMs can be very useful as they use
a reverse-engineering approach to identify plant mechanisms
likely to be beneficial under specific stress environment scenarios.
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In this review, some examples will be covered showing how
crop simulation models can predict the effect of certain rooting
traits on crop performances across time and geographical scale
(e.g., Vadez et al., 2013; Kholová et al., 2014). FSPMs can also
serve as a basis for the development of ideotypes by highlighting
the parameters most likely to influence the adaptability to
environmental constraints (Lynch, 2013; Lynch et al., 2014).
We focus here on the design of FSPMs that can be used in the
broader context of research on root-related drought tolerance.
First we will present the different phenotyping techniques
existing for root architectural and physiological study and their
limits, and will go over the root traits of interest for breeders.
We will then present the integration of the generated data within
architectural models, and how those data-driven architectural
models can be coupled with functional hydraulic models useful
for breeding studies. Finally we will discuss the assessment and
validation of FSPMs hydraulic models through confrontation of
simulations to experimentations.
ROOT SYSTEM PHENOTYPING METHODS
Designing a functional-structural plant model (FSPM)
presupposes to gather data related to plant structure and
physiological processes that will serve as inputs to feed the
model (DeJong et al., 2011). Plant phenotyping is the process
of identifying and recording qualitative and quantitative traits
that are depicting plant development and its functional aspects
at different levels of organization (cell, tissue, organ, whole-plant
scale) (Granier and Vile, 2014). Phenotyping strategies include
skills and techniques that allow monitoring plant development
and its response to different growth conditions in order to
describe a full architectural and/or physiological outline in
time and space. Many phenotyping techniques ranging from
laboratory and greenhouse to field-based methods have been
developed over the recent years (Paez-Garcia et al., 2015) and
while most of them were applied to plant shoots (Berger et al.,
2012; Araus and Cairns, 2014), a number of those allow for the
characterization of root architecture.
The choice of a root phenotyping system depends on several
factors, among others, plant species (annual vs. perennial),
targeted traits of interest, studied developmental phase of the
plant (early vs. terminal), necessity to gather 2D or 3D data,
possibility to sacrifice the plant (destructive vs. non-destructive
measurements), time scale of the growth kinetics (days vs.
months) and costs (Paez-Garcia et al., 2015). The diversity of root
phenotyping systems that have been developed over the years
now allows researchers to choose the setup most adapted to their
questions of interest (Kuijken et al., 2015) (Table 1).
One simple way that can help to categorize and choose
among root phenotyping systems is to consider them from a
throughput point of view, throughput being estimated both by
the scaling of the experimental setup (how many experimental
units can be deployed in parallel), and the time it takes
to collect data per experimental unit. Lab and greenhouse-
based phenotyping systems tend to allow for high-throughput
phenotyping experiments (several hundred to several thousands
of plants in parallel and/or quick data acquisition), allowing to
test large number of seedlings in highly controlled and repeatable
conditions (Table 1). These high-throughput methods are critical
for QTL or GWAS studies aiming to link the plasticity of the
RSA to genetic markers or specific genes or alleles that may
be breeding target of interest. Medium throughput systems can
typically deal with tens of plants at the same time and usually
focus more on the spatial and temporal resolution of the data
harvesting. Whether, they are lab or field based, these systems
are often used to generate the architectural and physiological
parameters used both for FSPM calibration and validation. On
the lower throughput scale are methods requiring either costly
technological tools (e.g., x-ray tomography) or significant data
acquisition time (e.g., fine scale shovelomics). In addition to
the low throughput, root x-ray tomography is still not perfectly
mastered, being subjected to potential loss of information
and added noise due to the low resolution of the generated
images (Mooney et al., 2011) and the fact that automated 3D
reconstruction of root system is carried out based on statistical
modeling approaches (Mooney et al., 2011; Kuijken et al., 2015).
An important parameter to take into account when choosing
a root phenotyping system is the balance between the need for
controlled conditions and observation of the “real” development
of the root. Lab and greenhouse based methods such as
rhizotrons often constrain the root system growth into a 2D
structure of limited size, which can rapidly impede root system
growth. On the contrary, systems allowing for permanent
accessibility of the root for observation and sampling (e.g.,
hydroponics and aeroponics) imply a lack of mechanical medium
to support the RSA and to impact on its development, meaning
that the pertinence of observed architectural phenotypes in
those setups is debatable. While theoretically less structurally
limiting, field-based methods need specific setup such as rainout
shelters and irrigation systems to offer controlled conditions
and to precisely take into account environments effects on root
development, as well as strongly limit the extend of possible
root system observation and measurement (Paez-Garcia et al.,
2015). Intermediate strategies such as rhizolysimeters can offer
rather unlimited growth under controlled (or at least monitored)
conditions, but they require substantial structural investment to
be practical.
Plant structure phenotyping procedures can typically be
separated in three phases: firstly the acquisition of the
architectural (and/or physiological) data within the phenotyping
system of choice through imaging, secondly the analysis of
the generated image to extract quantitative data regarding the
characters of interest, and thirdly the subsequent analysis of
this quantitative data to extract meaningful information such
as mathematical laws describing a growth process. Regarding
root architecture characterization, the first step is mainly limited
by the difficulty of accessing to root systems either visually or
physically, an issue for which several solutions have been devised
(Table 1). The second step however is generally highly dependent
on image analysis capacities and constitutes the main bottleneck
of root phenotyping studies (Furbank and Tester, 2011).
From low to high throughput phenotyping systems,
morphological and structural information is mainly generated
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TABLE 1 | Overview of existing root phenotyping systems.
Plant cultivation
system
Growth media
(localization)
Throughput Destructive
and
dimensionality
Description References
1. X-Ray
computed
tomography
Soil (lab and
greenhouse)
Very low
(single plant at a time)
No/3D This technique use X-ray to image root structure
within a soil column. It generates stacks of
projections which need to be combined and
analyzed to reconstruct the 3D structure of the root
system.
Mooney et al., 2011;
Mairhofer et al., 2012;
Mairhofer and Zappala,
2013; Koebernick
et al., 2014
2. Shovelomics Soil
(field-based)
Low
(Single to tens of plants
in parallel, depending
on available workforce)
Yes/3D As the name imply, this method involves the manual
and/or mechanical excavation of plants root
systems from the soil. Roots can be measured in
situ while being excavated, or phenotyped after
washing and preparation.
Trachsel et al., 2011;
Bucksch et al., 2014
3. Rhizotrons Substrate (lab,
field)
Low to medium
(up to tens of plants in
parallel)
No/2D Rhizotrons are composed in principle of a
succession of plates enclosing a thin layer of
substrate. One at least of the external plates is
transparent, and the rhizotron is built so that the
root system grows in part or in total against this
transparent plate, allowing for its imaging. In field
conditions, the rhizotron can actually be a full trench
along which the root system growth is observed.
Colin-Belgrand et al.,
1989; Neufeld et al.,
1989; Singh et al.,
2010, 2012
4. Rhizolysimeters Soil
(field-based)
Low to medium
(Tens to hundreds of
plants in parallel)
No/3D Rhizolysimeters are concrete, steel or PVC columns
which are filled with soil and used to grow plants.
The column can either be equipped with sensors or
“windows” allowing for the observation and
measurement of the plant as it grows by.
Eberbach and
Hoffmann, 2013
5. Minirhizotron Soil
(field-based)
Low to medium
(Tens to hundreds of
plant in parallel)
No/3D This particular system is based on transparent
observation tubes which are permanently inserted in
the soil. These tubes allow for the passage of a
camera to image roots growing along the
minirhizotron wall.
Iversen et al., 2012;
Maeght et al., 2013
6. Growth and
luminescence
observatory
(GLO-Roots)
Soil (lab) Medium
(tens of plants in
parallel)
No/2D Derived from the rhizotron principle, this system
makes use of bioluminescent transgenic plants to
image the growth of the root in soil.
Rellán-Álvarez et al.,
2015
7. Rhizoscope Liquid medium
+ solid support
(glass beads)
(lab)
High
(hundreds of plants in
parallel)
No/2D This system is akin to a rhizotron. The main
difference is that the growth substrate is replaced by
transparent glass beads between which liquid
medium is circulated. The glass beads can be
removed to expose the root system for easy
imaging and/or sampling.
Audebert et al., 2010
8. Clear pot
method
Soil
(greenhouse)
High
(hundreds of plants in
parallel)
No/3D Again a variation on the rhizotron principle. Here
plants are grown in transparent pots filled with soil
or other potting medium. Seeds are planted close to
the pot wall to enable high- throughput imaging of
roots along the clear pot wall.
Richard and Hickey,
2015
9. Rhizoslides Paper-based
(lab,
greenhouse)
High
(hundreds of plants in
parallel)
No/2D This setup consists in growing the plants on
germination paper supported by plexiglass plates
and partially immerged in nutritive liquid medium,
allowing for direct imaging of seedling growing on
the paper.
Le Marié, 2014
10. Rhizoponics Liquid medium
(lab)
Very high
(thousands of plants in
parallel)
No/2D Similar to rhizoscope systems in that it combines
hydroponics and rhizotrons. The system is made of
a nylon fabric supported by an aluminum frame. The
set-up is immersed in a tank filled with liquid media.
Mathieu and Lobet,
2015
11. Root
aeroponics
Air (lab) Very high (thousands of
plants in parallel)
No/3D In this system plant are grown out of any kind of
substrate and root are subjected to regular misting
to provide water and nutrient. The root system is
fully accessible at all time, albeit slumped due to
growing without mechanical support.
de Dorlodot et al., 2005
Adapted from Paez-Garcia et al. (2015).
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as 2D images that need to be processed into quantitative data
representing a 3D structure (Kuijken et al., 2015). And because
the root system is a 3D structure (even in 2D rhizotron),
any sufficiently old root system will exhibit overlapping of
roots in 2D projection pictures. This greatly complicates the
extraction of root structure from images and has lead to the
development of a wide range of image analysis algorithms
and software applications to help automatically extract root
structure from noisy images. These image analysis software
usually offer functions to quantify root features such as root
number, length or angles which can be used to calibrate or
validate root FSPM (Godin and Sinoquet, 2005; Vos et al., 2007,
2010; Lynch et al., 2014). Kuijken et al. (2015) recently reviewed
all currently available image processing software applicable to
root phenotyping. Their increasing number results in a large
variety of software solutions for root systems analysis (Lobet
et al., 2013). However, this diversity also led to the proliferation
of independent computational methods and framework to
represent and store root architectures. It is a hindrance that
limits the possibility to exchange data between labs or to use
different software on the same dataset. To resolve this issue, a
common root architectural description was recently developed.
Emerging from an international joined effort by several
groups working in root phenotyping and modeling, the Root
System Markup language (RSML) has been specified to ensure
root architecture data transferability between software, thus
promoting research exchanges within the scientific community
and given rise to a standard format upon which to build central
root model warehouses (Lobet et al., 2015).
ROOT ARCHITECTURE PHENOTYPING IN
A BREEDING CONTEXT
The phenotyping methods described above are still not widely
use in the context of breeding programs, in part because the
link between measurable traits and their usefulness in the
context of breeding is not always evident, and in part because
of somewhat limited throughput of analysis compared to the
genomics methods of analysis that can be used to support
breeding programs such as GWAS for example (based on
thousands to tens of thousands of plants) (Spindel et al., 2015;
Biscarini et al., 2016; Gao et al., 2016; Iwata et al., 2016). Yet,
breeding effort targeting several aspects of the RSA have been
successfully undertaken in different crops (Table 2). For example
Tuberosa et al. (2002a,b) identifiedQTLs for seminal root traits in
a maize recombinant inbred line population and found a certain
degree of co-location between QTLs for seminal root traits and
QTLs for yield performance across different water regimes in the
field. In chickpea a major QTL for root traits (depth, density) was
identified (Varshney et al., 2014), from phenotypic data generated
in a PVC tube systemwhere plants were grown and root extracted
and scanned at 35 days after sowing (see Kashiwagi et al., 2005 for
a method). In sorghum, genotypic variation for nodal root angle
was identified (Singh et al., 2010, 2012) and these traits are seen
as a potential target for breeding program for either deep rooting
(narrow angle), or rooting in the scope of skipped-row planting
that requires shallow root angle. Subsequently, a phenotyping
platform was developed at a scale that allowed phenotyping of
a mapping population and QTLs for nodal root angle have been
identified and shown to co-locate with QTL for traits related to
drought adaptation. These three examples, taken from a wider
variety of uses of root traits in breeding (Table 2) illustrate how
simplified techniques (i.e., a hydroponic system, or root angle
measurements between two thin plates) can be sufficient to
pinpoint genotypic variation in traits that are strongly related to
field-based performance.
ROOT SYSTEM ARCHITECTURAL
MODELING
The ability of roots to ensure the hydro-mineral nutrition of
the plant is dependent on RSA (Lynch, 1995, 2007; Comas
et al., 2013; Lynch et al., 2014), but also on the root hydraulic
characteristics. Root systems appear highly plastic, and their
TABLE 2 | Structural and functional root traits identified as potentially relevant for drought-resistance breeding.
Traits Species QTLs Sources
Root length Rice, Wheat, Maize Yes Price et al., 2002; Tuberosa et al., 2002a,b; MacMillan et al., 2006; Courtois et al.,
2009
Root biomass Rice Yes Courtois et al., 2003
Root thickness Rice, Maize Yes Zheng et al., 2000; Tuberosa et al., 2002a,b
Total root biomass Wheat, Maize Yes Tuberosa et al., 2002a,b; Sharma et al., 2011
Root length density (RLD) Chickpea No Kashiwagi et al., 2005
Seminal root angle Wheat Yes Christopher et al., 2013
Number of seminal roots Wheat Yes Christopher et al., 2013
Crown root angle Maize, Sorghum Yes Giuliani et al., 2005; Singh et al., 2010, 2012
Rooting depth Wheat, Chickpea No Sayar et al., 2007; Varshney et al., 2014
Crown root diameter Maize Yes Giuliani et al., 2005
Xylem vessel size and number Rice, Wheat Yes Richards and Passioura, 1989; Uga et al., 2008
Root cortical aerenchyma Maize Yes Mano and Omori, 2009
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structure is the result of complex interactions between genetic
and environmental regulations. Those interactions generate
dynamic feedback loops in which the heterogeneousness of the
soil environment modifies the plant growth, which in turn
modify the soil by harvesting water and nutrient from it, and so
forth. One way to investigate and solve such complex feedback
system is to use models.
Being hidden underground, root systems are particularly
challenging to model. Nevertheless, a lot of architectural root
models have been developed over the last 40 years. In all cases,
the very first step of the modeling process consists in choosing
an adequate representation (i.e., formal encoding) for the root
structure.
Due to the inherent difficulty to assess the precise root spatial
distribution in soil, the first root system architectural model
where actually continuous models based on estimates of root
density distribution within the soil through time and depth
(Dupuy et al., 2010). An early example of such models used
diffusion equation to model the dispersion of root within the soil
(Page and Gerwitz, 1974). However, density-distribution models
relied on synthetic parameters such as a single root density
descriptor and were based on the hypothesis that roots distribute
regularly throughout the soil. Such an assumption is not verified
in field conditions where a discontinuous distribution of roots
is observed, presumably due to heterogeneous distribution of
environmental effects. As such, simple continuousmodels cannot
easily take into account effects such as root clustering which
is instrumental for resource uptake (Dupuy et al., 2010). As a
consequence, rather than focusing on the precise developmental
regulation of RSA, these types of continuous architectural models
are better suited to give synthetic descriptions of RSA in
global environments. As they can be used to infer missing or
imprecise architectural information, continuous models are best
used to investigate RSA when root systems are partially or
totally inaccessible, for instance when studying mature trees or
field grown plants. In order to be able to investigate RSA in
heterogeneous soil conditions in the field, continuous model
can be further coupled with statistical approaches allowing for
the description of root density statistical maps through the
soil (Chopart and Siband, 1999). The main limitation of those
coupled models is their reliance on calibration data that need
to be generated from tedious in situ excavation and manual
measurement of different parts of the root system in soil (Chopart
and Siband, 1999).
RSA emerge from the interaction between root developmental
processes and their environment. As they do not consider
individual roots, continuous models cannot easily account for
the feedback existing between root and soil. Therefore, new
approaches were needed to understand how soil is explored by
the plant at the individual root axis level (Pierret et al., 2007). This
consideration gave rise to the development of more complex root
models. Those models are based on the explicit description of
root development, growth and branching processes resulting in
1D, 2D, or 3D models (Dunbabin et al., 2013). Such discrete and
explicit models consider root architecture through its complete
discrete topology and geometry and can be based on several
distinct mathematical formalisms (Godin, 2000; Balduzzi et al.,
2017). Two of the most popular formalisms used to represent
discrete plant architecture in general are multi-scale tree graphs
(MTGs) (Godin and Caraglio, 1998; Godin et al., 1999, 2005) and
L-systems (Prusinkiewicz and Lindenmayer, 1990).
MTGs were developed based on the concept of plant
modularity and aim to describe individual parts of the plants
as tree graphs, themselves included in an arborescent structure
(Godin et al., 1997). MTGs allow topological and geometrical
encoding of any kind of plant and were used as a standard to
describe plant development and architecture of a broad range of
species (Godin and Caraglio, 1998; Danjon et al., 1999; Godin,
2000; Guédon et al., 2001; Danjon and Reubens, 2008; Fournier
et al., 2010; Garin et al., 2014; Griffon and de Coligny, 2014).
The MTG formalism has notably been used as the principal
data structure for the OpenAlea platform (http://openalea.gforge.
inria.fr), a software environment dedicated for plant modeling
which integrates algorithms designed for creating, parsing,
modifying and extending MTGs (Pradal et al., 2008, 2015), as
well as algorithm to convert MTGs to the recently defined RSML
formalism and conversely (Lobet et al., 2015).
While MTGs can be extended to provide dynamical
consideration of plant architecture, they are inherently static
structural descriptions. Another way to encode plant architecture
is to see it as the result of iterative developmental processes and
try to express it using a procedural formalism. This is the view
chosen in the L-systems formalism (Lindenmayer, 1968). This
formalism uses a symbolic language to provide a description
of the plant as a bracketed string of characters. Each character
stands for a given plant developmental module (meristems,
organs, metamers, segments, axes, etc.). Developmental rules are
specified as rewriting rules for each possible type of characters,
indicating whether it stays the same or is replaced by another
character or group of characters at each iteration. The repetitive
and recurrent nature of plant structure thus allow to capture
and to recreate plant developing architecture through time by
discretizing the plant as a set of characters and specifying a
reduced set of rewriting rules (Prusinkiewicz, 2004).
Since their first formalization, L-systems have been
implemented and extended through different modeling
languages and systems, notably cpfg (Prusinkiewicz and
Lindenmayer, 1990; Prusinkiewicz and Karwowski, 1999), lpfg
(Karwowski and Prusinkiewicz, 2003), XL (Kniemeyer and
Kurth, 2008) and more recently L-Py (Boudon et al., 2012).
This latest installment of L-system formalism implementation
was designed to allow mutual conversion between L-strings
and MTGs. This offers the possibility to use the large set of
available built-in components, tools and algorithms already
designed for MTGs in conjunction with L-systems (Boudon
et al., 2012). While both structural and procedural formalisms
were initially designed with plant aerial part structure in mind,
both have been used with success to generate discrete explicit
root system models. For instance the mature RSA of Pinus
pinaster was reconstructed from 3D-digitizing data using a MTG
approach (Danjon et al., 2005). In the same species, MTG-type
simulated root systems were used to investigate plant anchorage
and its response to architectural modification (root wounding,
absence of tap root, pruned root systems, etc.) (Khuder et al.,
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2007; Danjon and Reubens, 2008). Another example is Root
Box (Leitner et al., 2010b) that represents root growth and
architecture using L-systems. It is encoded in Matlab and was
applied to the study of maize root system. This model uses
a modular approach to integrate the interplay between root
and soil and can be used to compute complex root system
properties such as root length density distribution for different
soil models (Leitner et al., 2010a). The model code is publicly
available (http://www.boku.ac.at/marhizo/simulations.html) and
has already been coupled with different soil models to simulate
the influence of chemotropism on root growth (Schnepf et al.,
2011), the effect of root exudation on phosphate acquisition
(Schnepf et al., 2012), or the impact of root architecture on water
acquisition under different hydrological conditions (Tron et al.,
2015).
BeyondMTGs and L-systems, another formalism is the fractal
approach, which uses mathematical concepts initially developed
for the study of geometric patterns in nature and, in particular,
to characterize self-similar patterns. This specific formalism has
notably been used to develop a static 3D architectural model
of Gliricidia sepium root system (Ozier-Lafontaine et al., 1999).
This model was able to efficiently predict root branching patterns
and some root traits at plant level such as root dry matter, total
root length and root system diameter (van Noordwijk andMulia,
2002; Doussan et al., 2003).
From a breeding point of view, all those encoding formalisms
give convenient access to root structure descriptors and allow
for easy quantification of plant root system shape. However, by
themselves they are not enough to understand how the root
structure emerges and thus need to be coupled with mechanistic
developmental rules. In addition, once proper formalisms are
integrated in root models, and their functions validated, the
conditions in which the root phenotypes that emerge from these
models have a demonstrated effect on crop productivity will have
to be validated. For instance in maize, it was shown that reduced
lateral root branching was beneficial for crop adaptation to water
stress because of a reduced carbon cost of that root type (Zhan
et al., 2015). In such case, a clear link could be conceived between
some well-defined encoding formalism and its expression in the
form of a phenotype of importance for a breeding perspective.
Many 3D mechanistic dynamic root architectural simulation
models have been developed since the 80s to investigate root
growth and function (Dunbabin et al., 2013). They usually
rely on the description of different mechanistic developmental
rules depending on root branching order and/or root type.
Those rules need to be calibrated against data obtained through
large-scale phenotyping or specific experimental measurements.
Different root types can be characterized through developmental
descriptors or criteria such as growth rate, branching variability,
branching density, tropism efficiency, radial growth, etc. Each
criterion is considered a distinct parameter for the generation
of the 2D or 3D structural models (Figure 1, Pages, 2002).
Development of the whole root system is simulated in discrete
time points on the basis of the specified morphogenetic rules
(Doussan et al., 2003; Prusinkiewicz, 2004). These rules govern
initiation (branching), emergence and growth of new axes
but can also integrate rules for root senescence and / or rule
describing the influence of various tropisms on root development
(thigmotropism, hygrotropism, chemotropism, gravitropism,
...). One of the first 3D mechanistic root model was developed
by Deans and Ford (1983). This model was able to simulate a
16-year-old excavated root system of Sitka pruce and allowed
investigation of wind impact on the tree development and
stability (Deans and Ford, 1983). It inspired the development
of subsequent 3D mechanistic root models of others species
using the same method to describe the elementary growth and
branching processes of root systems. An example of such later
model is ROOTMAP (Diggle, 1988a,b) that simulated root
growth and architecture of fibrous root systems. It considered
mechanistic parameters for growth (e.g., root-elongation rate)
and branching (branching angle, branching density, time of
branching delay, branching order, etc.). This model was used to
simulate a broad array of lupin genotypes with a high accuracy
using data acquired from semi-hydroponic phenotyping system
(Chen et al., 2011). It was since then extended to integrate a
3D soil model, thus representing root system plasticity in a
mixed soil environment and allowing to model nutrient uptake
dynamics from that environment (Dunbabin et al., 2002). Pagès
et al. (1989) used the same approach as Diggle (1988a,b) to
produce a 3D RSA model of maize using empirical observations
to define morphogenetic rules and different growth processes
depending on root branching order and inter-node root origin
(Pagès et al., 1989). Based on the concepts developed by previous
models (Diggle, 1988a,b; Pagès et al., 1989), the SimRoot model
was designed with better focus on visualization, taking into
account the spatial heterogeneity of root growth processes
through a kinematic description of variation of growth features
along root axes (Lynch et al., 1997). It has been calibrated using
empirical datasets acquired from different growth environments
and was used to predict precisely the growth of maize and
bean root systems (Ge et al., 2000; Postma and Lynch, 2010).
SimRoot has also been extended to integrate interactions
between root systems, phosphorus uptake efficiency (Ma et al.,
2001), carbon allocation (Nielsen and Lynch, 1994; Walk et al.,
2006; Postma and Lynch, 2011) and shoot/root exchanges by
coupling with the LINTUL model (Postma and Lynch, 2011;
Dunbabin et al., 2013). Another generic mechanistic root model
is RootTyp (Pagès et al., 2004). Contrary to previous models
that differentiated root behavior depending on their branching
order, RootTyp relies on the explicit determination of different
root types (with different growth properties such as branching
density or elongation rate) independently of their branching
order (Pagès et al., 1989). RootTyp has been used to represent
a large variety of plant root systems and was parameterized
using various architectural datasets (Collet et al., 2006; Garré
et al., 2012). It integrates stochasticity through inclusion of
randomness in some geometrical or topological parameters
(e.g., root trajectories). As of particular interest in the context
of study of root-driven drought tolerance, it is to be noted that
RootTyp was also extended to provide dynamic description of
water supply within the soil environment (Doussan et al., 2006;
Draye and Pagès, 2006).
One common denominator for all those mechanistic models
to be useful as predictive tools is their dependence on the
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FIGURE 1 | Parameters acquisition for root hydraulics models. The generation of root hydraulics models requires several set of parameters which are often
model-specific. In the ideal case, those parameters are generated from phenotyping experiments. (A) The type of phenotyping setup available (see Table 1) will
condition the type and amount of data usable for parameter definition, but in all cases they are at least able to provide root architecture data. Generally speaking,
complete root hydraulics models including a soil compartment, such as R-SWMS for example, need four types of parameters. Architectural parameters acquired
through image analysis of the root structure (B) can be used in two distinct ways: either the whole root architecture is digitized and the root structure is reproduced
(Continued)
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FIGURE 1 | Continued
computationally, or the root architecture is used to determine local growth parameters which can in turn be used to create representative root architecture through
growth simulation. Physiological parameters (C) relating to water transport are principally acquired through additional histological and physiological measurement.
Radial root conductivity is a function of apoplastic and symplastic water transport and is hard to evaluate, often needing to be estimated through proxy such as
pressure probe measurement in outer cells layers. Axial root conductivity is dependent on xylem vessel size and shape and can be partially extrapoled from cell
measurement and application of Hagen-Poiseuille’s law. Those two parameters need to be evaluated along the root axis and/or for different root ages to generate
profiles of conductivity. Soil parameters needed (D) are soil water retention and soil hydraulic conductivity profiles, as well as an eventual description of the soil
structure. Finally, depending on the model, aerial part parameters (E) can be more or less explicit and are used to express a hydraulic sink term driving water
absorption by the root. Taken altogether, these four sets of parameters can be used to simulate the dynamic of water fluxes through the soil and roots and to study
the patterns of water distribution under a given environment (F).
previously described phenotyping methods (Table 1) to provide
the architectural data necessary both for model rule calibration
and for validation of model predictions (Figure 1). Architectural
data can be generated using any of the described phenotyping
platforms, as each of those allow for the possibility to capture
the structure of the root system in some way. Depending on
the considered model and on the nature of the image analysis
procedure following root system imaging, parameter calibration
can be done from global descriptors (for example statistical
distribution of root densities in the soil, or on the contrary the
entire and precise description of the root structure) or from
quantitative measurement of local specific architectural traits
or growth laws (root densities, root length distribution or root
growth speed, root angle of insertion, etc). In ideal cases, at least
two independent datasets will be used for parameter definition,
one to calibrate the model and one to validate its predictions.
Following parameter definition, the models are expected to
provide digital root architectures based on the input parameters,
either reproduced from structural data or digitally grown from
local growth laws. These simulated architecture need then
to be validated against the additional datasets. Depending
on the model and on the nature of these datasets, this
validation can be done either by direct structural comparison
of architecture, or through the use of indirect descriptors (for
example, amount of root biomass by soil horizons, distribution
of root length between the different root orders, etc). In some
specific circumstances, only a single dataset may be available
both for calibration and validation. In this case, it is still
possible to proceed by calibrating the model using only part
of the available data, validating it against the rest of the data,
and repeating this procedure for all possible combination of
sub-dataset.
CONCEPTION OF
FUNCTIONAL-STRUCTURAL MODELS OF
ROOT HYDRAULICS
We have gone over the different solutions available to gather
data on root structure through phenotyping, how this data can
be encoded using various mathematical formalisms and then
used to provide calibration and rules for various mechanistic
models of root development. Those mechanistic developmental
models can then be further coupled with functional processes in
order to provide an integrated view that could ultimately support
model-assisted breeding programs (Figure 1).
One such functional process is water uptake and transport
by plant roots. Drought is one of the mains limiting factors for
plant productivity (Lobell and Gourdji, 2012), therefore using
models to understand where, when and how water is absorbed
and transported from the soil by the plant roots could help
improving water use both by optimizing plant RSA through
ideotype-assisted breeding and through model-directed changes
in agricultural management practices (Lynch, 2007; Blum, 2009;
Palta et al., 2011; Lynch et al., 2014). It would be also important
to couple these modeling approaches with experimental setup
that allow a very precise evaluation of water extraction. For
instance, the use of a lysimeter system for close monitoring
of plant water use (Vadez et al., 2014) has shown genotypic
variation in sorghum germplasm for the capacity to extract
water from the soil profile (Vadez et al., 2011). It would be
interesting to investigate which rooting trait or traits can explain
the contrasting water extraction characteristics and whether these
can be exploited in further breeding programs. Such traits may
be macroscopic and related to the repartition of different root
types in the soil, or microscopic and linked to cellular processes
or structure (e.g., root hair or xylem cells size, changes in tissue
conductivity through differential aquaporin expression, etc...).
The dynamics of water uptake from the soil is a very complex
issue which depends both on the properties of a dynamic
biological system (the root) and of a physical heterogeneous
system (the soil). Studies of water dynamics in soil were initiated
in the 1960s with the innovative work of Gardner (1960) which
was more focused on soil than plant properties but nevertheless
served as the basis for subsequent works to better understand
root-soil exchange processes. These later works introduced roots
in the form of sink terms in soil water distribution models to
represent soil water uptake by roots (Feddes, 1974; Molz, 1981;
Homaee et al., 2002; Dardanelli et al., 2004). Those models
mainly use a continuous root system representation, describing it
through root length density descriptors. As the feedback between
root system growth and its environment has been proven to play
a major role in the dynamics of soil resources uptake (Doussan
et al., 2003; Lynch et al., 2014), FSPMs had to be able to deal with
developmental feedback.
Specific root-soil FSPMs have been developed to investigate
the interaction between soil water hydrodynamics and root
system development. Clausnitzer and Hopmans (1994) proposed
a detailed FSPM-type root hydraulic model that coupled a 3D
root architectural model with a 3D transient water flux model.
They modeled the interaction between root growth and soil
water distribution to simulate water uptake in crops. In their
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model, processes governing root development are expressed as
a function of local soil conditions, and the water sink root uptake
term is expressed as a function of transpiration and root length.
The soil itself is discretized and a finite-element grid is used as
the basis for soil properties computation. Benjamin et al. (1996)
combined a 2D root model of corn root system with a 2D water
model to simulate the effects of root patterns on water uptake.
Somma et al. (1998) extended the model of Clausnitzer and
Hopmans to express water uptake activity of roots as a function
of root age and to additionally simulate solute transport and
nutrient uptake.
Beyond those models based essentially on soil water fluxes, the
dynamic of water fluxes in the plant tissues was also the focus
of early modeling studies where plants were considered using an
electrical analogy (van den Honert, 1948). In this first modeling
effort and subsequent works, plant tissues are represented
using a network of hydraulic resistances behaving as electrical
resistances, and water transport is governed by pure physical
consideration (van den Honert, 1948; Zimmermann, 1978). The
parameterization of those models however required to be able to
determine the value of the hydraulic resistance of plant tissues.
This lead to the extensive development of measurement methods
allowing for the estimation of physiological parameters of water
transports in tissues, attested by the extensive work of groups
such as those of Steudle (Hüsken et al., 1978; Steudle, 1993, 2000)
and Sperry (Sperry et al., 2002; Sperry, 2011; Sperry and Love,
2015). Interestingly, these measurement methods essentially
allow for the determination of water conductance rather than
resistance. As those two physical values are inversely linked,
models of water transport in plant tissues based on electrical
analogy can use either value for their parameterization, provided
that the equations are accordingly tweaked. Those models
essentially need two types of conductances (or resistances) for
their parameterization: namely axial and radial conductances
(resistances) (Figure 1). Axial conductance is directly linked to
the structure of the vascular tissue. Under the assumption that the
vascular strands are lengthy regular cylinders, it can be directly
computed from application of generic Hagen-Poiseuille law. This
predicted axial conductivity values may need to be adjusted
depending on the proportion of embolized vessels existing in
the considered species. Computation of radial resistance on the
contrary will depends the level of details of the considered model,
as it is the results of the combination of conductances of the cells
comprised in the concentric tissue layers of the plant axis.
In 1998, Doussan et al. proposed a novel approach integrating
in a single framework knowledge about water flux in the soil,
plant water uptake, plant vascular structure, global root tissue
conductivities and RSA. In this approach, the architectural
model of Pagès et al. (1989) was combined with the biophysical
description of water fluxes in root tissues considered as a
network of radial and axial water conductances. Calibrated
using both measured and estimated conductances from tree
root phenotyping, this model can simulate root water fluxes
through computation of water potentials along the conductance
network. Lately, Couvreur et al. (2012) extended this approach
by computing analytical solutions to water flow equations for
complex hydraulic architecture in simulations of water fluxes
distribution under drought. Chopard (2004) simulated water
transfer in soil and root systems using a 3D root architectural
model based on MTG formalism and integrating water transport
processes within differentiated root types. Integrated models
can also result from the conjunction of several pre-existing
independent models. For instance, Javaux et al. (2008) developed
the R-SWMS model from the conjunction of the models of
Doussan et al. (1998, 2006) and Somma et al. (1998), coupling
a mechanistic root development model with deep integrated
knowledge of soil hydrology processes. R-SMWS can be used to
simulate various water distribution and uptake rules under a wide
variety of environmental conditions (Draye et al., 2010; Couvreur
et al., 2012). Beyond being used to estimate water absorption by
the roots, those models can also be extended to study nutrient
uptake, such as was done by Roose and Fowler (2004a,b) in
the case of phosphate uptake. Latest modeling development
also focuses on the crucial problematic of model scaling and
extrapolation (Meunier et al., 2017). The majority of plant root
and soil hydraulics models are designed and parameterized from
experimental data generated in lab or greenhouse, while they
should ideally be intended to give prediction regarding the
behavior of field-grown plants. Meunier et al. (2017) recently
proposed a numerical solution to extrapolate global root behavior
from sets of local variables that can be easily measured in lab or
greenhouse. However, this solution can only be applied to root
systems presenting a highly regular structure, and the problem
of model field-projection for irregular, life-like root systems still
need to be addressed.
VALIDATION OF ROOT HYDRAULICS
FUNCTIONAL-STRUCTURAL MODELS
Root hydraulic FSPMs can be used to predict the dynamics
of water distribution in the plant-soil continuum (Roose and
Fowler, 2004a,b; Doussan et al., 2006; Javaux et al., 2008;
Moradi et al., 2011; Couvreur et al., 2012). The quality of
those predictions is dependent on the correct calibration of
architectural and functional characteristics of roots and hydraulic
properties of soil from phenotyping and physical measurement
techniques. It is also known that the genetic of the plant can have
profound role on the hydraulics of the root system. For example,
Ehlert et al. (2009) showed different hydraulic conductivities in
maize genotypes treated with a range of aquaporin inhibitors.
Moreover, for the predictions to be of use in model-assisted
breeding, they must themselves be validated against observable
environmental and physiological parameters.
Validation methods of water fluxes prediction use various
non-destructive and non-invasive imaging techniques to allow
for the real-time observations of water content in root-soil
systems (Doussan et al., 2006; Garrigues et al., 2006; Perret et al.,
2007; Pohlmeier et al., 2008; Carminati et al., 2010; Moradi
et al., 2011). The predictions of the Doussan et al. (2006) root
hydraulic model were confronted to an experimental system
aimed at monitoring dynamic water depletion around roots in
soil (Garrigues et al., 2006). The principle of this system is to
measure changes in light transmission value between different
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 10 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
water saturation level of the soil matrix and use those to
compute the uptake of water by the root system throughout
the soil. This experimental setup is a derivative of rhizotron
systems (Table 1) and can theoretically be applied to any kind of
root/soil system, scaling up to fully grown crops such as mature
maize root system. This setup showed that the prediction of
the root hydraulic model were qualitatively and quantitatively
representative of the water dynamics observed within the root-
soil system, with greater water depletion occurring close to
root base. Regarding phenotyping systems where the root
architecture is not directly apparent but rather embedded in
the soil, alternative techniques need to be used to quantify
water movement through soil and roots, such as magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI). Pohlmeier et al. (2008) used MRI to
monitor changes in water uptake dynamics in soil. Both soil
water content and root architecture can be imaged using this
technique, and imaging results revealed that water uptake is
greater in zones were the root densities are the highest. This
technique is however still limited to imaging in-lab experimental
setup of small dimension and is not yet directly applicable
in field or for rhizolysimeters. The creation of portable MRI
apparatus is one of the challenges that need to be addressed
in order to be able to validate hydraulic model prediction in
large scale and in situ phenotyping platforms. Alternatively
to MRI, Carminati et al. (2010) used neutron radiography to
image 2D water content distributions in soil under drought
conditions and following rewetting in order to investigate the
role of rhizosphere in water uptake and drought tolerance. While
chemical and physical characteristics of the rhizosphere have
been proven to be different from that of the bulk soil (Strayer
et al., 2003; Gregory, 2006; Hinsinger et al., 2009), the effects of
these specific properties on water uptake are usually neglected in
root hydraulics models. 2D water distribution patterns observed
using neutron radiography showed that the water content of
the rhizosphere is higher than that of the bulk soil during
drying and reversely during rewetting. These observations were
used to determine the respective water retention curves of
rhizosphere and bulk soil. Given these parameters, a simulation
of water flux for a single root according to the model of
Gardner (1960) suggested that the rhizosphere actually acts
as a buffer to soften the impact of drought and provide
smooth water availability in time of water stress. Moradi et al.
(2011) further advanced this line of inquiry, using neutron
tomography to quantify and visualize water content dynamics
in 3D with high spatial resolution in the rhizosphere of three
different plant species. They observed increased water content
in soil next to roots (rhizosphere) and the observations were
consistent in the three species (chickpea, white lupin and
maize), confirming the conclusions of Carminati et al. (2010).
The measured experimental water retention profiles were used
in a simplified 3D analytical model which again confirmed
the conclusion of the previous 2D model, highlighting the
importance of the rhizosphere in water uptake processes and
its potential interest as a target for drought-tolerance breeding
programs. In another set of studies, Zarebanadkouki et al. (2012,
2013, 2014) used neutron radiography coupled with injection
of deuterated water D2O to actually trace water fluxes within
roots. D2O was injected into roots and its transport dynamics
were tracked closely using time-series neutron radiography. To
quantify the local transport of D2O through convective fluxes,
a diffusive-convective model was developed, taking into account
the different water pathway available in plant tissues (apoplastic,
cell-to-cell). Model predictions on D2O fluxes were in harmony
with experimental measures of axial flow of D2O inside the roots
of 24-days old lupin plants.
In all those instances, the prediction of the different root
hydraulics FSPMs could be validated against experimental data
in the lab, further confirming the interest of such models to
investigate the behavior of plant regarding water acquisition.
However, those various validationmethods all suffer from similar
limitation in that they cannot easily be transposed to field-based
measurement and thus are yet almost exclusively limited to the
validation of lab-based and greenhouse-based predictions. This
point, among others, constitutes one of the challenges that need
to be addressed in order to promote the use of FSPM model
in future breeding programs. In particular, a link needs to be
made between the root phenotype that these models are able
to predict, and root or plant phenotypes that would have a
demonstrated effect on crop performance in the field conditions.
Another limit of the current validation methods is the lack of way
to generate anisotropic hydraulic environments in the existing
phenotyping platforms. In order to precisely predict the impact
of water availability in the environment on the root architecture,
the models need to integrate rules expressing retroaction existing
between root growth and water acquisition. These rules in turns
need to be parameterized and validated against experimental
data. Current phenotyping platform do not allow for easy
control of the local hydraulic potential of the root environment:
field based assays are limited to controlling global irrigation;
rhizotrons grown plants are usually irrigated either from the top
down or from the bottom up, resulting on a gravity induced water
gradient in the soil; liquid media-based setup are by definition
saturated in water and aeroponics systems are isotropic in term
of water availability. They are currently several ways to improve
on this situation and we will only list a few possibilities for some
of those phenotyping systems, whether or not these are currently
being pursued by different groups: rhizotrons can be improved
by predefined subdivision of the soil into compartments with
different hydraulics properties; another possibility would be
to devise a setup to provide water at different points of the
rhizotron, perhaps through distribution of capillary dripping
through the plates of the setup—this last possibility could also
be adapted to rhizolysimeters setups through differential water
feed along the column; liquid based setup can be improved using
water-retentive beads instead of glass beads as a mechanical
support, modifying the proportion and/or distribution of those
beads to affect the pattern of hydraulic potential around the root
system. These new systems would allow the modeler to have
access to data regarding the response of the root to changes in
its environment and could also be used to facilitate testing for
hypothetical drought scenario by selectively depriving parts of
the root system from water. This would in turn help the models
predict and validate the optimal root architecture for a given
water-constrained environment.
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LINKING MODELS PREDICTION TO
BREEDING
While high-tech phenotyping methods such as X-Ray
tomography and models of functional root architecture can
appear to be too theoretical to be of use in breeding studies
at a first glance, there is actually a growing body of literature
regarding models based on root phenotyping successfully
predicting performance improvement associated with the
selection of certain root traits. For example, a study in sorghum
showed that the advantage of lines introgressed with staygreen
QTL came from the capacity to restrict transpiration under high
evaporative demand. The virtual crop model predicted a clear
advantage from this trait in terms of grain yield. It was then
found that this trait, measured at the shoot level, could be related
to differences in the root hydraulic conductance and indeed
contrasting lines were identified, having different root hydraulic
characteristics (Kholová et al., 2014). Another example in maize
usedmodeling to predict the maize yield changes in corn over the
last century, and showed that changes in root architecture were
the most likely reason for the increases in yield (Hammer et al.,
2009). A modeling study in chickpea showed that increasing
the speed of root growth, which related to rooting depth and
rooting density, was likely to lead to a faster depletion of the
soil water, bringing about a yield penalty (Vadez et al., 2012).
On the contrary, increasing the depth of water extraction was
the mean by which yield could be increased. While the former
traits were related to root expansion and branching, the latter
deals very likely with a different root architecture with more
profuse rooting / branching at depth. Similar work was done in
wheat, showing again the value of more profuse density at depth
(Manschadi et al., 2006).
UPCOMING CHALLENGES OF FSPM
APPROACHES
In the wake of global climatic changes and of increasing concerns
regarding the limits of the agricultural methods inherited from
the Green Revolution, a rising opinion is that a Second Green
Revolution will actually come both from the consideration
of plant roots and from the use of models and systems
biology to promote more mechanistically-driven breeding and
more rational agricultural practices (Lynch, 2007; Lynch et al.,
2014).
We have seen here how FSPMs built upon the advances of
phenotyping and modeling techniques can provide insight on
the mechanisms of root development and water acquisition.
Those predictive models have three-fold interests. First, they
allow for quantification of the respective contribution of each
parameter of the root system to water acquisition through
sensitivity analysis approaches, and thus help focusing breeding
efforts on the most important phenes. Second, they can be
used to search through the plant structure-function-space for
integrated root ideotypes best adapted to various environmental
scenarios. Those ideotypes can then be used as target and
guideline for subsequent breeding projects (Lynch, 2013).
Third, they offer the opportunity to rapidly and cheaply assess
the effect of alternative agricultural strategies in silico before
deploying them to field assays. For instance, root hydraulics
FSPMs can be used to test various timing and magnitude
of irrigation strategies and to optimize these in regards to
the dynamics of the plant water acquisition capacities. Yet,
despite all those advantages, root hydraulics FSPMs are still
faced with a certain number of challenges that need to be
addressed.
We have already mentioned some of those challenges. For
instance, automated image analysis is the current bottleneck of
most root system phenotyping approaches (Furbank and Tester,
2011; Roose et al., 2016). This issue could be solved in two
ways, either by diminishing the amount of noise in the generated
data or by improving the analysis of noisy data. Diminishing
the noise-to-signal ratio can be done by improving upon
phenotyping systems to allow better visualization and capture
of the root structure, using for instance technological advances
such as plant MRI (Stingaciu et al., 2013; Metzner et al., 2015),
neutron radiography (Leitner et al., 2014a) or simultaneous
imaging of the root system at different angles to overcome the
root overlapping issue. By contrast, the improvement of noisy
data analysis will rely mainly on computer vision advances
and on the development of novel signal-detection algorithms.
Moreover, even with fully automated approaches, the plant
community will face new challenges such as the reproducibility
of computational experiments (Cohen-Boulakia et al., 2017) and
themanagement of very large amount of data (Pradal et al., 2017).
The development of new computational methods in Phenotyping
(e.g., scientific workflows) and the availability of very large
distributed infrastructure (i.e., cloud, grid) will be needed to
tackle the new challenges that appear with the need to process
very large amount of data in a n automated and reproducible way
(Bucksch et al., 2017).
Another challenge is the difficulty to acquire data regarding
root architecture and physiology in the field, where the
conjunction of FSPMs and breeding approaches should ideally
takes place. One way to address this challenge will be through
technological progress, such as the development of underground
radar techniques or transportable MRI apparatus which will
allow for non-destructive in situ imaging of root structures and
water fluxes in soil. Local physico-chemical properties of the
soil could also be explored using underground sensor such as
optodes which can currently be used to fine-map rhizotron
or rhizoboxes but would need to be improved for field use.
The acquisition of data regarding the physiological status of
the different part of the root system within the soil is a more
problematic issue that will require ingenious inventions in the
domain of markers of physiological status. Another way to
tackle this issue would be to develop integrated models coupling
underground to aboveground functional processes. This would
allow indirectly assessing the behavior of the underground parts
of a plant through measurement of aboveground traits such
as sap flow, stomata conductance or leaf-temperature, thus
facilitating field-validation of model prediction.
We also mentioned the fact that while the rhizosphere was
shown to play a critical role in the buffering of water stress during
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drought or submergence episodes (Carminati et al., 2010; Moradi
et al., 2011), no current root model includes it (Dunbabin et al.,
2013). As such, one of the challenges for root hydraulic FSPM is
to integrate the rhizosphere layer as a dynamic interface between
roots and soil. This presupposes additional investigation of the
precise dynamics of the rhizosphere deposition and evolution
throughout root development, and of its interaction with the
soil processes. Depending on the complexity of the rhizosphere
dynamics, its consideration might require either the extension
of existing models or the development of completely new root
FSPMs model paradigms.
More generally speaking, some of the main challenges for root
FSPMs in the future are centered upon ecosystem integration.
For example, it is known that soil microorganisms increase plant
growth and tolerance to water stress and result in changes in
root system morphology (Azcón-Aguilar et al., 1996), but no
current root model take that into account. It would thus be
interesting to consider the integration of biotic interactions in
future root FSPM development. Of particular interest would
be the investigation of the influence of mycorrhizae on water
acquisition by plant roots. Of course, including this partnership
in root FSPMs would necessitate being able to observe and
quantify the dynamics of mycorrhizae development in soil, to
estimate its impact on root developmental and physiological
processes, and to measure water fluxes going from the soil to the
plant through the fungi.
Regarding the topic of processes integration, current root
hydraulic FSPMs can be used either to simulate water fluxes
given static root architectures, or to simulate root growth under
water acquisition-related developmental feedbacks. However,
root development regulation does not only depend on soil
water content and as such, root FSPMs need to evolve toward
integration of the full range of regulatory processes impacting
root growth and development, such as mechanistic description
of nutrient perception and tropisms at the microscopic scale.
On the topic of scale integration, if root FSPMs are to
be used as breeding tools, they will increasingly need to be
able to integrate quantitative and qualitative knowledge from
both extremities of the scale range. At the microscopic scale,
root FSPMs will have to integrate rules for the genetic and
hormonal regulation of root growth and physiology at the
cellular level. For instance in the context of drought, it has been
demonstrated that abscisic acid controls water stress tolerance
mechanisms in later steps of root growth (Kholová et al., 2010).
Other phytohormones such as auxin are also implicated in the
complex feedback systems of root developmental regulation and
environmental perception (Lavenus et al., 2013). Several models
of mechanistic regulation by auxin of the different steps of
root branching (initiation and emergence) have already been
proposed (Lucas et al., 2008; Péret et al., 2012, 2013). The
processes described in those models rely essentially on the
dynamical reorientation of auxin fluxes at the cellular level
by changes in auxin transporters expression and localization.
In the particular case of root emergence, there is a clear link
between cellular hydraulics and the auxin regulatory processes
(Péret et al., 2012). This hint at further coupling mechanisms
that will need to be explored to explicitly link the hydraulic
state of the whole root system to its cellular development and
resulting architecture. While one may argue that considering
microscopic scale processes would unnecessarily complicate the
FSPMs, the identification of explicit morphogenetic mechanisms
at the cellular level would be of tremendous help to link FSPMs
prediction with genetic studies such as QTL or GWAS analysis.
The culmination of this would be the possibility to model the
impact of changes at the level of a single component of the genetic
network on the development and physiology at the root system
scale.
On the other side of the scale range, at the macroscopic
level, two more specific challenges remain. First, root FSPMs will
need at some point in time to be connected to shoots FSPMs.
While it is easier to consider roots and shoots independently,
there is a necessary developmental coordination between aerial
and underground plant organs. Some simple models connecting
shoot and root already exists (Sperry et al., 2016) and will need
to be expended upon so that both roots and shoots FSPMs
can benefit from the creation of unified virtual plants models.
Second, root FSPMs are mainly used to consider a single plant
in interaction with its environment. In the context of breeding
and agricultural production, a plant being virtually alone in its
environment is an exceptionally rare case. Root FSPMs will thus
need to be adapted to investigate crop-like situation including
inter-individual competition and/or cooperation. It will also
be interesting to use multiple parallel distinct root FSPM to
study inter-specific interactions and their potential impact on
agricultural practices such as inter-cropping.
In the end, the future of functional-structural plant models
represents both an incredible opportunity and an incredible
source of technical and intellectual challenges, which will require
scientific cooperation through fields far out-reaching plant
biology. While it remains to be seen whether the Second Green
Revolution will actually precede or follow the advent of true
virtual plants successfully integrating all biological scales, one
thing is for certain: virtual plants have taken root.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
AN, VV, CP, and ML all contributed to the redaction of this
review.
FUNDING
This work was funded by IRD (Ph.D. grant to AN), Cirad,
the French Ministry for Research and Higher Education and
the NewPearl grant funded in the frame of the CERES
initiative by Agropolis Fondation (NAF 1301-015, as part of
the “Investissement d’avenir” ANR-l0-LABX-0001-0l) and by
Fondazione Cariplo (NFC 2013-0891). This work is funded
as part of USAID (United States Aid for International
Development) SIIL (Sustainable Intensification Innovation
Laboratory) Projects in Senegal. This work was conducted in part
at the IBC (Institute of Computational Biology) in Montpellier,
France.
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 13 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
REFERENCES
Araus, J. L., and Cairns, J. E. (2014). Field high-throughput phenotyping:
the new crop breeding frontier. Trends Plant Sci. 19, 52–61.
doi: 10.1016/j.tplants.2013.09.008
Audebert, A., Ghneim, T., Roques, S., Thaunay, P., and Fleuriot, J. P. (2010).
“Development of a high-throughput system for phenotyping rice roots traits,”
in 3rd International Rice Congress Proceedings (Hanoi), 102.
Azcón-Aguilar, C., Padilla, I., Encina, C., and Arcon, R. (1996). Arbuscular
mycorrhizal inoculation enhances plant growth and changes root system
morphology. Agron Sustain. Dev. 16, 647–652.
Balduzzi, M., Binder, B. M., Bucksch, A., Chang, C., Hong, L., Iyer-Pascuzzi, A. S.,
et al. (2017). Reshaping plant biology: qualitative and quantitative descriptors
for plant morphology. Front. Plant Sci. 8:117. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2017.
00117
Benjamin, J. G., Ahuja, L. R., and Allmaras, R. R. (1996). Modelling corn rooting
patterns and their effects on water uptake and nitrate leaching. Plant Soil 179,
223–232. doi: 10.1007/BF00009332
Berger, B., de Regt, B., and Tester, M. (2012). High-throughput phenotyping
of plant shoots. Methods Mol. Biol. 918, 9–20. doi: 10.1007/978-1-61779-
995-2_2
Biscarini, F., Cozzi, P., Casella, L., Riccardi, P., Vattari, A., Orasen, G., et al.
(2016). Genome-wide association study for traits related to plant and grain
morphology, and root architecture in temperate rice accessions. PLoS ONE
11:e0155425. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0155425
Blum, A. (2009). Effective use of water (EUW) and not water-use efficiency (WUE)
is the target of crop yield improvement under drought stress. Field Crop Res.
112, 119–123. doi: 10.1016/j.fcr.2009.03.009
Boudon, F., Pradal, C., Cokelaer, T., Prusinkiewicz, P., and Godin, C.
(2012). L-py: an L-system simulation framework for modeling plant
architecture development based on a dynamic language. Front. Plant Sci. 3:76.
doi: 10.3389/fpls.2012.00076
Bucksch, A., Burridge, J., York, L., and Das, A. (2014). Image-based high-
throughput field phenotyping of crop roots. Plant Physiol. 166, 470–486.
doi: 10.1104/pp.114.243519
Bucksch, A., Das, A., Schneider, H., Merchant, N., and Weitz, J. S. (2017).
Overcoming the law of the hidden in cyberinfrastructures. Trends Plant Sci.
22, 117–123. doi: 10.1016/j.tplants.2016.11.014
Carminati, A., Moradi, A. B., Vetterlein, D., Vontobel, P., Lehmann, E., Weller, U.,
et al. (2010). Dynamics of soil water content in the rhizosphere. Plant Soil 332,
163–176. doi: 10.1007/s11104-010-0283-8
Chen, Y. L., Dunbabin, V. M., Postma, J. A., Diggle, A. J., Palta, J. A.,
Lynch, J. P., et al. (2011). Phenotypic variability and modelling of root
structure of wild Lupinus angustifolius genotypes. Plant Soil 348, 345–364.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-011-0939-z
Chopard, J. (2004). “3D modelling of water transfers in soil and roots systems,” in
Proc. 4th Int. Workshop on Functional-Structural Plant (Montpellier).
Chopart, J. L., and Siband, P. (1999). Development and validation of a model to
describe root length density of maize from root counts on soil profiles. Plant
Soil 214, 61–74. doi: 10.1023/A:1004658918388
Christopher, J., Christopher, M., Jennings, R., Jones, S., Fletcher, S., Borrell, A.,
et al. (2013). QTL for root angle and number in a population developed
from bread wheats (Triticum aestivum) with contrasting adaptation
to water-limited environments. Theor. Appl. Genet. 126, 1563–1574.
doi: 10.1007/s00122-013-2074-0
Clausnitzer, V., and Hopmans, J. W. (1994). Simultaneous modeling of transient
three-dimensional root growth and soil water flow. Plant Soil 164, 299–314.
doi: 10.1007/BF00010082
Cohen-Boulakia, S., Belhajjame, K., Collin, O., Chopard, J., Froidevaux,
C., Gaignard, A., et al. (2017). Scientific workflows for computational
reproducibility in the life sciences: status, challenges and opportunities. Future
Gener. Comput. Syst. 75, 284–298. doi: 10.1016/j.future.2017.01.012
Colin-Belgrand, M., Joannes, H., Dreyer, E., and Pagès, L. (1989). A new data
processing system for root growth and ramifi-cation analysis: description of
methods. Ann. For. Sci. 46, 305s–309s. doi: 10.1051/forest:19890570
Collet, C., Löf, M., and Pagès, L. (2006). Root system development of oak seedlings
analysed using an architectural model. Effects Compet. Grass Plant Soil 279,
367–383. doi: 10.1007/s11104-005-2419-9
Comas, L. H., Becker, S. R., Cruz, V. M., Byrne, P. F., and Dierig, D. A. (2013). Root
traits contributing to plant productivity under drought. Front. Plant Sci. 4:442.
doi: 10.3389/fpls.2013.00442
Courtois, B., Ahmadi, N., Khowaja, F., Price, A. H., Rami, J. F., Frouin, J., et al.
(2009). Rice root genetic architecture: meta-analysis from a drought QTL
database. Rice 2, 115–128. doi: 10.1007/s12284-009-9028-9
Courtois, B., Shen, L., Petalcorin, W., Carandang, S., Mauleon, R., and
Li, Z. (2003). Locating QTLs controlling constitutive root traits
in the rice population IAC 165 × Co39. Euphytica 134, 335–345.
doi: 10.1023/B:EUPH.0000004987.88718.d6
Couvreur, V., Vanderborght, J., and Javaux, M. (2012). A simple three-
dimensional macroscopic root water uptake model based on the
hydraulic architecture approach. Hydrol Earth Syst. Sci. 16, 2957–2971.
doi: 10.5194/hess-16-2957-2012
Danjon, F., Bert, D., Godin, C., and Trichet, P. (1999). Structural root architecture
of 5-year-old Pinus pinaster measured by 3D digitising and analysed with
AMAPmod. Plant Soil 217, 49–63. doi: 10.1023/A:1004686119796
Danjon, F., Fourcaud, T., and Bert, D. (2005). Root architecture and
wind-firmness of mature Pinus pinaster. New Phytol. 168, 387–400.
doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8137.2005.01497.x
Danjon, F., and Reubens, B. (2008). Assessing and analyzing 3D architecture
of woody root systems, a review of methods and applications in tree
and soil stability, resource acquisition and allocation. Plant Soil 303, 1–34.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-007-9470-7
Dardanelli, J., Ritchie, J., and Calmon, M. (2004). An empirical model for root
water uptake. Field Crop Res. 87, 59–71. doi: 10.1016/j.fcr.2003.09.008
Deans, J., and Ford, E. (1983). Modelling root structure and stability. Tree Root
Syst. Mycorrhizas 71, 189–195. doi: 10.1007/978-94-009-6833-2_19
de Dorlodot, S., Bertin, P., Baret, P., and Draye, X. (2005). Scaling up quantitative
phenotyping of root system architecture using a combination of aeroponics and
image analysis. Aspects Appl. Biol. 73, 41–54.
DeJong, T. M., Da Silva, D., Vos, J., and Escobar-Gutierrez, A. J. (2011).
Using functional-structural plant models to study, understand and
integrate plant development and ecophysiology. Ann. Bot. 108, 987–989.
doi: 10.1093/aob/mcr257
Den Herder, G., Van Isterdael, G., Beeckman, T., and De Smet, I. (2010).
The roots of a new green revolution. Trends Plant Sci. 15, 600–607.
doi: 10.1016/j.tplants.2010.08.009
Diggle, A. (1988a). ROOTMAP: a root growth model. Math. Comput. Simul. 30,
175–180. doi: 10.1016/0378-4754(88)90121-8
Diggle, A. J. (1988b). ROOTMAP—a model in three-dimensional coordinates of
the growth and structure of fibrous root systems. Plant Soil 105, 169–178.
doi: 10.1007/BF02376780
Doussan, C. (1998). Modelling of the hydraulic architecture of root systems: an
integrated approach to water absorption—Model description. Ann. Bot. 81,
213–223. doi: 10.1006/anbo.1997.0540
Doussan, C., Pagès, L., and Pierret, A. (2003). Soil exploration and resource
acquisition by plant roots: an architectural and modelling point of view.
Agronomie 23, 5–6. doi: 10.1051/agro:2003027
Doussan, C., Pierret, A., Garrigues, E., and Pagès, L. (2006). Water uptake by plant
roots: II - Modelling of water transfer in the soil root-system with explicit
account of flow within the root system - Comparison with experiments. Plant
Soil 283, 99. doi: 10.1007/s11104-004-7904-z
Doussan, C., Vercambre, G., and Pagès, L. (1998). Modelling of the hydraulic
architecture of root systems: an integrated approach to water absorption—
Distribution of axial and radial conductances in maize. Ann. Bot. 81, 225–232.
doi: 10.1006/anbo.1997.0541
Draye, X., Kim, Y., Lobet, G., and Javaux, M. (2010). Model-assisted integration
of physiological and environmental constraints affecting the dynamic and
spatial patterns of root water uptake from soils. J. Exp. Bot. 61, 2145–2155.
doi: 10.1093/jxb/erq077
Draye, X., and Pagès, L. (2006). “CrossTalk: a simulation platform for the linking
of existing soil, plant and atmosphere models,” in 2006 Second International
Symposium on Plant Growth Modeling and Applications (Los Alamitos, CA:
IEEE Computer Society).
Dunbabin, V., Diggle, A., Rengel, Z., and van Hugten, R. (2002). Modelling the
interactions between water and nutrient uptake and root growth. Plant Soil 239,
19–38. doi: 10.1023/A:1014939512104
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 14 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
Dunbabin, V., Postma, J., and Schnepf, A. (2013). Modelling root–soil interactions
using three–dimensional models of root growth, architecture and function.
Plant Soil 372, 93–124. doi: 10.1007/s11104-013-1769-y
Dupuy, L., Gregory, P. J., and Bengough, A. G. (2010). Root growth models:
towards a new generation of continuous approaches. J. Exp. Bot. 61, 2131–2143.
doi: 10.1093/jxb/erp389
Eberbach, P., and Hoffmann, J. (2013). Rhizo-lysimetry: facilities for the
simultaneous study of root behaviour and resource use by agricultural crop and
pasture systems. Plant Methods 9:3. doi: 10.1186/1746-4811-9-3
Ehlert, C., Maurel, C., Tardieu, F., and Simonneau, T. (2009). Aquaporin-Mediated
reduction in maize root hydraulic conductivity impacts cell turgor and leaf
elongation even without changing transpiration. Plant Physiol. 150, 1093–1104.
doi: 10.1104/pp.108.131458
Feddes, R. (1974). Field test of a modified numerical model for water uptake
by root systems. Water Resour. Res. 10, 1199–1206. doi: 10.1029/WR010i006p
01199
Fournier, C., Pradal, C., and Louarn, G. (2010). “Building modular FSPM
under OpenAlea: Concepts and applications,” in 6th workshop on Functional-
Structural Plant Models (Davis, CA), 109–112.
Furbank, R., and Tester, M. (2011). Phenomics–technologies to
relieve the phenotyping bottleneck. Trends Plant Sci. 16, 635–644.
doi: 10.1016/j.tplants.2011.09.005
Gao, L., Turner, M. K., Chao, S., Kolmer, J., and Anderson, J. A. (2016).
Genome wide association study of seedling and adult plant leaf rust
resistance in elite spring wheat breeding lines. PLoS ONE 11:e0148671.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0148671
Gardner, W. (1960). Dynamic aspects of water availability to plants. Soil Sci. 89,
63–73. doi: 10.1097/00010694-196002000-00001
Garin, G., Fournier, C., Andrieu, B., Houlès, V., Robert, C., and Pradal, C. (2014).
A modelling framework to simulate foliar fungal epidemics using functional–
structural plant models. Ann. Bot. 114, 795–812. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcu101
Garré, S., Pagès, L., Laloy, E., Javaux, M., Vanderborght, J., and Vereecken,
H. (2012). Parameterizing a dynamic architectural model of the root
system of spring barley from minirhizotron data. Vadose Zo. J. 11.
doi: 10.2136/vzj2011.0179
Garrigues, E., Doussan, C., and Pierret, A. (2006). Water uptake by plant roots:
I – Formation and propagation of a water extraction front in mature root
systems as evidenced by 2D light transmission imaging. Plant Soil 283, 83–98.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-004-7903-0
Ge, Z., Rubio, G., and Lynch, J. (2000). The importance of root gravitropism
for inter-root competition and phosphorus acquisition efficiency:
results from a geometric simulation model. Plant Soil 218, 159–171.
doi: 10.1023/A:1014987710937
Giuliani, S., Sanguineti, M. C., Tuberosa, R., Bellotti, M., Salvi, S., and Landi, P.
(2005). Root-ABA1, a major constitutive QTL, affects maize root architecture
and leaf ABA concentration at different water regimes. J. Exp. Bot. 56,
3061–3070. doi: 10.1093/jxb/eri303
Godin, C. (2000). Representing and encoding plant architecture: a review. Ann.
For. Sci. 57, 413–438. doi: 10.1051/forest:2000132
Godin, C., and Caraglio, Y. (1998). A multiscale model of plant topological
structures. J. Theor. Biol. 191, 1–46. doi: 10.1006/jtbi.1997.0561
Godin, C., Costes, E., and Caraglio, Y. (1997). Exploring plant topological
structure with the AMAPmod software: an outline. Silva Fenn 31, 357–368.
doi: 10.14214/sf.a8533
Godin, C., Costes, E., and Sinoquet, H. (1999). A method for describing plant
architecture which integrates topology and geometry. Ann. Bot. 84, 343–357.
doi: 10.1006/anbo.1999.0923
Godin, C., Costes, E., and Sinoquet, H. (2005). Plant Architecture Modelling -
Virtual Plants, Dynamic and Complex Systems. London, UK: Turnbull, C. Plant
architecture and its manipulation, Blackwell Publishing.
Godin, C., and Sinoquet, H. (2005). Functional-structural plant modelling. New
Phytol. 166, 705–708. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8137.2005.01445.x
Granier, C., and Vile, D. (2014). Phenotyping and beyond: modelling
the relationships between traits. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 18, 96–102.
doi: 10.1016/j.pbi.2014.02.009
Gregory, P. J. (2006). Roots, rhizosphere and soil: the route to a
better understanding of soil science? Eur. J. Soil Sci. 57, 2–12.
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2389.2005.00778.x
Griffon, S., and de Coligny, F. (2014). AMAPstudio: an editing and simulation
software suite for plants architecture modelling. Ecol. Modell. 290, 3–10.
doi: 10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2013.10.037
Guédon, Y., Barthélémy, D., Caraglio, Y., and Costes, E. (2001). Pattern analysis
in branching and axillary flowering sequences. J. Theor. Biol. 212, 481–520.
doi: 10.1006/jtbi.2001.2392
Hammer, G. L., Dong, Z. S., McLean, G., Doherty, A., Messina, C., Schusler, J.,
et al. (2009). Can changes in canopy and/or root system architecture explain
historical maize yield trends in the US corn belt? Crop Sci. 49, 299–312.
doi: 10.2135/cropsci2008.03.0152
Han, L., Costes, E., Boudon, F., Cokelaer, T., Pradal, C., Da Silva, D., et al. (2012).
“Investigating the influence of geometrical traits on light interception efficiency
of apple trees: a modelling study with MAppleT,” in Proceedings PMA12:
The Fourth International Symposium on Plant Growth Modeling, Simulation,
Visualization and Applications (Shangai), 152–159. doi: 10.1109/PMA.2012.
6524827
Hinsinger, P., Bengough, A. G., Vetterlein, D., and Young, I. M. (2009).
Rhizosphere: biophysics, biogeochemistry and ecological relevance. Plant Soil
321, 117–152. doi: 10.1007/s11104-008-9885-9
Homaee,M., Feddes, R. A., andDirksen, C. (2002). Amacroscopic water extraction
model for nonuniform transient salinity and water stress. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J.
66:1764. doi: 10.2136/sssaj2002.1764
Hufnagel, B., de Sousa, S. M., Assis, L., Guimaraes, C. T., Leiser, W., Azevedo, G.
C., et al. (2014). Duplicate and conquer: multiple homologs of PHOSPHORUS-
STARVATION TOLERANCE1 enhance phosphorus acquisition and sorghum
performance on low-phosphorus soils. Plant Physiol. 166, 659–677.
doi: 10.1104/pp.114.243949
Hüsken, D., Steudle, E., and Zimmermann, U. (1978). Pressure probe technique for
measuring water relations of cells in higher plants. Plant Physiol. 61, 158–163.
doi: 10.1104/pp.61.2.158
Iversen, C., Murphy, M., and Allen, M. (2012). Advancing the use of
minirhizotrons in wetlands. Plant Soil 352:23. doi: 10.1007/s11104-011-0953-1
Iwata, H., Minamikawa, M. F., Kajiya-Kanegae, H., Ishimori, M., and Hayashi,
T. (2016). Genomics-assisted breeding in fruit trees. Breed. Sci. 66, 100–115.
doi: 10.1270/jsbbs.66.100
Javaux, M., Schröder, T., Vanderborght, J., and Vereecken, H. (2008).
Use of a three-dimensional detailed modeling approach for predicting
root water uptake. Vadose Zo. J. 7, 1079–1088. doi: 10.2136/vzj2007.
0115
Karwowski, R., and Prusinkiewicz, P. (2003). Design and implementation of the
L+ C modeling language. Electron. Notes Theor. Comput. Sci. 86, 134–152.
doi: 10.1016/S1571-0661(04)80680-7
Kashiwagi, J., Krishnamurthy, L., Upadhyaya, H. D., Krishna, H., Chandra, S.,
Vadez, V., et al. (2005). Genetic variability of drought-avoidance root traits in
the mini-core germplasm collection of chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.). Euphytica
146, 213–222. doi: 10.1007/s10681-005-9007-1
Kell, D. B. (2011). Breeding crop plants with deep roots: their role in
sustainable carbon, nutrient and water sequestration. Ann. Bot. 108, 407–418.
doi: 10.1093/aob/mcr175
Kholová, J., Hash, C. T., Kumar, P. L., Yadav, R. S., Koov,á,M., andVadez, V. (2010).
Terminal drought-tolerant pearl millet [Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br.] have
high leaf ABA and limit transpiration at high vapour pressure deficit. J. Exp.
Bot. 61, 1431–1440. doi: 10.1093/jxb/erq013
Kholová, J., Tharanya, M., Kaliamoorthy, S., Malayee, S., Baddam, R., Hammer,
G. L., et al. (2014). Modelling the effect of plant water use traits on yield
and stay-green expression in sorghum. Funct. Plant Biol. 41, 1019–1034.
doi: 10.1071/FP13355
Khuder, H., Stokes, A., Danjon, F., Gouskou, K., and Lagane, F. (2007). Is it
possible to manipulate root anchorage in young trees? Plant Soil 294, 87–102.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-007-9232-6
Kniemeyer, O., and Kurth, W. (2008). “The modelling platform GroIMP and
the programming language XL,” in Applications of Graph Transformations
with Industrial Relevance. AGTIVE 2007 LNCS, eds A. Schürr, M. Nagl, and
A. Zündorf (Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer), 570–572. doi: 10.1007/978-3-540-8
9020-1_39
Knox, J., Hess, T., Daccache, A., and Wheeler, T. (2012). Climate change impacts
on crop productivity in Africa and South Asia. Environ. Res. Lett. 7:034032.
doi: 10.1088/1748-9326/7/3/034032
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 15 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
Koebernick, N., Weller, U., Huber, K., Schlüter, S., Vogel, H. J., Jahn, R., et al.
(2014). In Situ visualization and quantification of Three-dimensional root
system architecture and growth using x-ray computed tomography. Vadose Zo.
J. 13. doi: 10.2136/vzj2014.03.0024
Kuijken, R. C. P., Eeuwijk, F. A., van, Marcelis, L. F. M., and Bouwmeester, H. J.
(2015). Root phenotyping: from component trait in the lab to breeding. J. Exp.
Bot. 66, 5389–5401. doi: 10.1093/jxb/erv239
Lavenus, J., Goh, T., Roberts, I., Guyomarc’h, S., Lucas,M., De Smet, I., et al. (2013).
Lateral root development in Arabidopsis: fifty shades of auxin. Trends Plant Sci.
18, 450–458. doi: 10.1016/j.tplants.2013.04.006
Lee, R. (2011). The outlook for population growth. Science 333, 569–573.
doi: 10.1126/science.1208859
Leitner, D., Felderer, B., Vontobel, P., and Schnepf, A. (2014a). Recovering
root system traits using image analysis exemplified by two-dimensional
neutron radiography images of lupine. Plant Physiol. 164, 24–35.
doi: 10.1104/pp.113.227892
Leitner, D., Klepsch, S., Bodner, G., and Schnepf, A. (2010a). A dynamic
root system growth model based on L-Systems. Plant Soil 332, 177–192.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-010-0284-7
Leitner, D., Klepsch, S., Knie,ß, A., and Schnepf, A. (2010b). The
algorithmic beauty of plant roots – an L-System model for dynamic
root growth simulation. Math. Comput. Model. Dyn. Syst. 16, 575–587.
doi: 10.1080/13873954.2010.491360
Leitner, D., Meunier, F., Bodner, G., Javaux, M., and Schnepf, A. (2014b). Impact of
contrasted maize root traits at flowering on water stress tolerance: a simulation
study. Field Crops Res. 165, 125–137. doi: 10.1016/j.fcr.2014.05.009
Le Marié, C. (2014). Rhizoslides: paper-based growth system for non-destructive,
high throughput phenotyping of root development by means of image analysis.
Plant Methods 10:13. doi: 10.1186/1746-4811-10-13
Lindenmayer, A. (1968). Mathematical models for cellular interactions in
development II. Simple and branching filaments with two-sided inputs. J.
Theor. Biol. 18, 300–315. doi: 10.1016/0022-5193(68)90080-5
Lobell, D. B., Burke, M. B., Tebaldi, C., Mastrandrea, M. D., Falcon, W. P., and
Naylor, R. L. (2008). Prioritizing climate change adaptation needs for food
security in 2030. Science 319, 607–610.
Lobell, D. B., and Gourdji, S. M. (2012). The influence of climate change on global
crop productivity. Plant Physiol. 160, 1686–1697. doi: 10.1104/pp.112.208298
Lobet, G., Draye, X., and Périlleux, C. (2013). An online database for plant image
analysis software tools. Plant Methods 9: 38. doi: 10.1186/1746-4811-9-38
Lobet, G., Pound, M. P., Diener, J., Pradal, C., Draye, X., Godin, C., et al. (2015).
Root system markup language: toward a unified root architecture description
language. Plant Physiol. 167, 617–627. doi: 10.1104/pp.114.253625
Lucas, M., Guédon, Y., Jay-Allemand, C., Godin, C., and Laplaze, L. (2008). An
auxin transport-based model of root branching in Arabidopsis thaliana. PLoS
ONE 3:e3673. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0003673
Lynch, J. P. (1995). Root architecture and plant productivity. Plant Physiol. 109,
7–13. doi: 10.1104/pp.109.1.7
Lynch, J. P. (2007). Turner review no. 14. Roots of the second green revolution.
Aust. J. Bot. 55, 493–512. doi: 10.1071/BT06118
Lynch, J. P. (2013). Steep, cheap and deep: an ideotype to optimize water
and N acquisition by maize root systems. Ann. Bot. 112, 347–357.
doi: 10.1093/aob/mcs293
Lynch, J. P. (2015). Root phenes that reduce the metabolic costs of soil exploration:
opportunities for 21st century agriculture. Plant Cell Environ. 38, 1775–1784.
doi: 10.1111/pce.12451
Lynch, J. P., Chimungu, J. G., and Brown, K. M. (2014). Root anatomical
phenes associated with water acquisition from drying soil: targets for crop
improvement. J. Exp. Bot. 65, 6155–6166. doi: 10.1093/jxb/eru162
Lynch, J. P., Nielsen, K. L., Davis, R. D., and Jablokow, A. G. (1997).
SimRoot: modelling and visualization of root systems. Plant Soil 188, 139–151.
doi: 10.1023/A:1004276724310
Ma, Z., Walk, T., Marcus, A., and Lynch, J. (2001). Morphological synergism in
root hair length, density, initiation and geometry for phosphorus acquisition
in Arabidopsis thaliana: a modeling approach. Plant Soil 236, 221–235.
doi: 10.1023/A:1012728819326
Mace, E. S., Singh, V., VanOosterom, E. J., Hammer, G. L., Hunt, C. H., and Jordan,
D. R. (2012). QTL for nodal root angle in sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.Moench)
co-locate with QTL for traits associated with drought adaptation. Theor. Appl.
Genet. 124, 97–109. doi: 10.1007/s00122-011-1690-9
MacMillan, K., Emrich, K., Piepho, H. P., Mullins, C. E., and Price, A. H. (2006).
Assessing the importance of genotype× environment interaction for root traits
in rice using a mapping population II: conventional QTL analysis. Theor. Appl.
Genet. 113, 953–964. doi: 10.1007/s00122-006-0357-4
Maeght, J., Rewald, B., and Pierret, A. (2013). How to study deep roots—and why
it matters. Front. Plant Sci. 4:299. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2013.00299
Mairhofer, S., and Zappala, S. (2013). Recovering complete plant root system
architectures from soil via X-rayµ-Computed Tomography. Plant Methods 9:8.
doi: 10.1186/1746-4811-9-8
Mairhofer, S., Zappala, S., and Tracy, S. (2012). RooTrak: automated recovery of
three-dimensional plant root architecture in soil from X-ray microcomputed
tomography images using visual tracking. Plant Physiol. 158, 561–569.
doi: 10.1104/pp.111.186221
Mano, Y., and Omori, F. (2009). High-density linkage map around the root
aerenchyma locus Qaer1.06 in the backcross populations of maize Mi29 ×
teosinte “Zea nicaraguensis.” Breed Sci. 59, 427–433. doi: 10.1270/jsbbs.59.427
Manschadi, A. M., Christopher, J. T., Peter deVoil, P., and Hammer, G. L. (2006).
The role of root architectural traits in adaptation of wheat to water-limited
environments. Func. Plant Bio. 33, 823–837. doi: 10.1071/FP06055
Mathieu, L., and Lobet, G. (2015). “Rhizoponics”: a novel hydroponic rhizotron
for root system analyses on mature Arabidopsis thaliana plants. Plant Methods
11:3. doi: 10.1186/s13007-015-0046-x
Metzner, R., Eggert, A., van Dusschoten, D., Pflugfelder, D., Gerth, S., Schurr,
U., et al. (2015). Direct comparison of MRI and X-ray CT technologies for
3D imaging of root systems in soil: potential and challenges for root trait
quantification. Plant Methods 11:17. doi: 10.1186/s13007-015-0060-z
Meunier, F., Couvreur, V., Draye, X., Vanderborght, J., and Javaux, M. (2017).
Towards quantitative root hydraulic phenotyping: novel mathematical
functions to calculate plant-scale hydraulic parameters from root
system functional and structural traits. J. Math. Biol. 7, 1133–1170.
doi: 10.1007/s00285-017-1111-z
Molz, F. (1981). Models of water transport in the soil/plant system: a review.Water
Resour. Res. 17, 1245–1260. doi: 10.1029/WR017i005p01245
Mooney, S. J., Pridmore, T. P., Helliwell, J., and Bennett, M. J. (2011). Developing
X-ray Computed Tomography to non-invasively image 3-D root systems
architecture in soil. Plant Soil 352, 1–22. doi: 10.1007/s11104-011-1039-9
Moradi, A. B., Carminati, A., Vetterlein, D., Vontobel, P., Lehmann,
E., Weller, U., et al. (2011). Three-dimensional visualization and
quantification of water content in the rhizosphere. New Phytol. 192, 653–663.
doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03826.x
Neufeld, H. S., Durall, D. M., Rich, P. M., and Tingey, D. T. (1989). A rootbox for
quantitative observations on intact entire root systems. Plant Soil 117, 295–298.
doi: 10.1007/BF02220725
Nielsen, K., and Lynch, J. (1994). Carbon cost of root systems: an architectural
approach. Plant Soil 165, 161–169. doi: 10.1007/BF00009972
Ong, Y., Streit, K., Henke, M., and Kurth, W. (2014). An approach to
multiscale modelling with graph grammars. Ann. Bot. 114, 813–827.
doi: 10.1093/aob/mcu155
Orman-Ligeza, B., Civava, R., de Dorlodot, S., and Draye, X. (2014). Root
Engineering (A Morte and A Varma, Eds). Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin
Heidelberg.
Ozier-Lafontaine, H., Lecompte, F., and Sillon, J. F. (1999). Fractal analysis
of the root architecture of Gliricidia sepium for the spatial prediction
of root branching, size and mass: model development and evaluation
in agroforestry. Plant Soil 209, 167–179. doi: 10.1023/A:1004461
130561
Paez-Garcia, A., Motes, C., Scheible, W.-R., Chen, R., Blancaflor, E., andMonteros,
M. (2015). Root traits and phenotyping strategies for plant improvement. Plants
4, 334–355. doi: 10.3390/plants4020334
Page, E., and Gerwitz, A. (1974). Mathematical models, based on diffusion
equations, to describe root systems of isolated plants, row crops, and swards.
Plant Soil 41, 243–254. doi: 10.1007/BF00017252
Pages, L. (2002). “Modelling root system architecture,” in Plant Roots: The Hidden
Half, 3rd Edn., eds Y. Waisel, A. Eshel, and U. Kafkafi. (New York, NY: Marcel
Dekker), 175–186.
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 16 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
Pagès, L., Jordan, M. O., and Picard, D. (1989). A simulation model of the three-
dimensional architecture of the maize root system. Plant Soil 119, 147–154.
doi: 10.1007/BF02370279
Pagès, L., Vercambre, G., and Drouet, J. (2004). Root Typ: a generic model
to depict and analyse the root system architecture. Plant Soil 258:103.
doi: 10.1023/B:PLSO.0000016540.47134.03
Palta, J., Chen, X., and Milroy, S. (2011). Large root systems: are they useful
in adapting wheat to dry environments? Funct. Plant Biol. 38, 347–354.
doi: 10.1071/FP11031
Péret, B., Li, G., Zhao, J., Band, L. R., Voß, U., Postaire, O., et al. (2012). Auxin
regulates aquaporin function to facilitate lateral root emergence. Nat. Cell Biol.
14, 991–998. doi: 10.1038/ncb2573
Péret, B., Middleton, A. M., French, A. P., Larrieu, A., Bishopp, A., Njo, M., et al.
(2013). Sequential induction of auxin eﬄux and influx carriers regulates lateral
root emergence.Mol. Syst. Biol. 9:699. doi: 10.1038/msb.2013.43
Perret, J. S., Al-Belushi, M. E., and Deadman, M. (2007). Non-destructive
visualization and quantification of roots using computed tomography. Soil Biol.
Biochem. 39, 391–399. doi: 10.1016/j.soilbio.2006.07.018
Pierret, A., Doussan, C., Capowiez, Y., Bastardie, F., and Pagès, L. (2007). Root
functional architecture: a framework for modeling the interplay between roots
and soil. Vadose Zo. J. 6, 269. doi: 10.2136/vzj2006.0067
Pohlmeier, A., Oros-Peusquens, A., Javaux, M., Menzel, M. I., Vanderborght,
J., Kaffanke, J., et al. (2008). Changes in soil water content resulting from
root uptake monitored by magnetic resonance imaging. Vadose Zo. J. 7:1010.
doi: 10.2136/vzj2007.0110
Postma, J., and Lynch, J. (2010). Theoretical evidence for the functional benefit of
root cortical aerenchyma in soils with low phosphorus availability. Ann. Bot.
107, 829–841 doi: 10.1093/aob/mcq199
Postma, J., and Lynch, J. (2011). Root cortical aerenchyma enhances the growth
of maize on soils with suboptimal availability of nitrogen, phosphorus,
and potassium. Plant Physiol. 56, 1190–1201. doi: 10.1104/pp.111.
175489
Pradal, C., Artzet, S., Chopard, J., Dupuis, D., Fournier, C., Mielewczik,
M., et al. (2017). InfraPhenoGrid: a scientific workflow infrastructure for
plant phenomics on the grid. Future Gener. Comput. Syst. 67, 341–353.
doi: 10.1016/j.future.2016.06.002
Pradal, C., Dufour-Kowalski, S., Boudon, F., Fournier, C., and Godin, C. (2008).
OpenAlea: a visual programming and component-based software platform for
plant modeling. Funct. Plant Biol. 35, 751–760. doi: 10.1071/FP08084
Pradal, C., Fournier, C., Valduriez, P., and Cohen-Boulakia, S. (2015). “OpenAlea:
scientific workflows combining data analysis and simulation,” in SSDBM
2015: 27th International Conference on Scientific and Statistical Database
Management (San Diego, CA). doi: 10.1145/2791347.2791365
Price, A. H., Steele, K. A., Moore, B. J., and Jones, R. G. W. (2002). Upland rice
grown in soil-filled chambers and exposed to contrasting water-deficit regimes:
II. Mapping quantitative trait loci for root morphology and distribution. F.
Crop. Res. 76, 25–43. doi: 10.1016/S0378-4290(02)00010-2
Prusinkiewicz, P. (2004). Modeling plant growth and development. Curr. Opin.
Plant Biol. 7, 79–83. doi: 10.1016/j.pbi.2003.11.007
Prusinkiewicz, P., and Karwowski, R. (1999). L-studio/cpfg: A Software System for
Modeling Plants. Berlin Heidelberg: Springer.
Prusinkiewicz, P., and Lindenmayer, A. (1990). The Algorithmic Beauty of Plants.
New York, NY: Springer-Verlag New York, Inc.
Rellán-Álvarez, R., Lobet, G., Lindner, H., Pradier, P. L., Sebastian, J.,
Yee, M. C., et al. (2015). GLO-Roots: an imaging platform enabling
multidimensional characterization of soil-grown root systems. Elife 4:e07597.
doi: 10.7554/eLife.07597
Richard, C., and Hickey, L. (2015). High-throughput phenotyping of seminal root
traits in wheat. Plant Methods 11: 1. doi: 10.1186/s13007-015-0055-9
Richards, R. A., and Passioura, J. B. (1989). A breeding program to reduce the
diameter of the major xylem vessel in the seminal roots of wheat and its
effect on grain yield in rain-fed environments. Crop Pasture Sci. 40, 943–950.
doi: 10.1071/AR9890943
Roose, T., and Fowler, A. C. (2004a). A model for water uptake by plant roots. J.
Theor. Biol. 228, 151–171. doi: 10.1016/j.jtbi.2003.12.012
Roose, T., and Fowler, A. C. (2004b). A mathematical model for water
and nutrient uptake by plant root systems. J. Theor. Biol. 228, 173–184.
doi: 10.1016/j.jtbi.2003.12.013
Roose, T., Keyes, S. D., Daly, K. R., Carminati, A., Otten, W., Vetterlein, D.,
et al. (2016). Challenges in imaging and predictive modeling of rhizosphere
processes. Plant Soil. 407:9. doi: 10.1007/s11104-016-2872-7
Sayar, R., Khemira, H., and Kharrat, M. (2007). Inheritance of deeper root length
and grain yield in half-diallel durum wheat (Triticum durum) crosses. Ann.
Appl. Biol. 151, 213–220. doi: 10.1111/j.1744-7348.2007.00168.x
Schmidhuber, J., and Tubiello, F. N. (2007). Global food security under
climate change. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 104, 19703–19708.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0701976104
Schnepf, A., Leitner, D., and Klepsch, S. (2011). Modelling phosphorus dynamics
in the soil–plant system. Phosphorus in Action. Soil Biol. 26, 113–133.
doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-15271-9_5
Schnepf, A., Leitner, D., and Klepsch, S. (2012). Modeling phosphorus uptake
by a growing and exuding root system. Vadose Zo. J. 11. 105–112.
doi: 10.2136/vzj2012.0001
Sharma, S., Xu, S., Ehdaie, B., Hoops, A., Close, T. J., Lukaszewski, A. J., et al.
(2011). Dissection of QTL effects for root traits using a chromosome arm-
specific mapping population in bread wheat. Theor. Appl. Genet. 122, 759–769.
doi: 10.1007/s00122-010-1484-5
Singh, V., van Oosterom, E. J., Jordan, D. R., and Hammer, G. L. (2012). Genetic
control of nodal root angle in sorghum and its implications on water extraction
Europ. J. Agronomy 42, 3–10. doi: 10.1016/j.eja.2012.04.006
Singh, V., van Oosterom, E. J., Jordan, D. R., Messina, C. D., Cooper, M.,
and Hammer, G. L. (2010). Morphological and architectural development
of root systems in sorghum and maize. Plant Soil 333, 287–299.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-010-0343-0
Somma, F., Clausnitzer, V., and Hopmans, J. (1998). Transient three-dimensional
modeling of soil water and solute transport with simultaneous root growth, root
water and nutrient uptake. Plant Soil 202, 281. doi: 10.1023/A:1004378602378
Sperry, J. S. (2011). “Hydraulics of vascular water transport,” in Signalling and
Communication in Plants: Mechanical Integration of Plant Cells and Plants, ed
P. Wojtaszek (Berlin: Springer), 303–327. doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-19091-9_12
Sperry, J. S., and Love, D. M. (2015). What plant hydraulics can tell us
about plant responses to climate-change droughts. New Phytol. 207, 14–17.
doi: 10.1111/nph.13354
Sperry, J. S., Stiller, V., and Hacke, U. G. (2002). “Soil water uptake and water
transport through root systems,” in Plant Roots: The Hidden Half, eds Y.Waisel,
A. Eshel, and U. Kafkafi (New York, NY: Marcel Dekker), 663–681.
Sperry, J. S., Wang, Y., Wolfe, B. T., Mackay, D. S., Anderegg, W. R., McDowell,
N. G., et al. (2016). Pragmatic hydraulic theory predicts stomatal responses to
climatic water deficits. New Phytol. 212, 577–589. doi: 10.1111/nph.14059
Spindel, J., Begum, H., Akdemir, D., Virk, P., Collard, B., Redoña, E., et al. (2015).
Genomic selection and association mapping in rice (Oryza sativa): effect of
trait genetic architecture, training population composition, marker number
and statistical model on accuracy of rice genomic selection in elite, tropical
rice breeding lines. PLoS Genet. 11:e1004982. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.
1004982
Steudle, E. (1993). “Pressure probe techniques: basic principles and application to
studies of water and solute relations at the cell, tissue, and organ level,” inWater
Deficits: Plant Responses from Cell to Community, eds J. A. C. Smith and H.
Griffiths (Oxford: BIOS Scientific Publishers), 5–36.
Steudle, E. (2000). Water uptake by plant roots: an integration of views. Plant Soil
226, 45. doi: 10.1023/A:1026439226716
Stingaciu, L., Schulz, H., Pohlmeier, A., Behnke, S., Zilken, H., Javaux, M., et al.
(2013). In situ root system architecture extraction from magnetic resonance
imaging for water uptake modeling. Vadose Zo. J. 12. doi: 10.2136/vzj2012.0019
Strayer, D. L., Power, M. E., Fagan, W. F., Pickett, S. T. A., and Belnap, J. (2003).
A classification of ecological boundaries. Bioscience 53, 723. doi: 10.1641/0006-
3568(2003)053[0723:ACOEB]2.0.CO;2
Sultan, B., Roudier, P., Quirion, P., Alhassane, A., Muller, B., Dingkuhn, M., et al.
(2013). Assessing climate change impacts on sorghum and millet yields in the
Sudanian and Sahelian savannas of West Africa. Environ. Res. Lett. 8:014040.
doi: 10.1088/1748-9326/8/1/014040
Tardieu, F. (2012). Any trait or trait-related allele can confer drought tolerance: just
design the right drought scenario. J. Exp. Bot. 63, 25–31. doi: 10.1093/jxb/err269
Trachsel, S., Kaeppler, S., Brown, K., and Lynch, J. (2011). Shovelomics: high
throughput phenotyping of maize (Zea mays L.) root architecture in the field.
Plant Soil 341, 75–87. doi: 10.1007/s11104-010-0623-8
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 17 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
Ndour et al. Root Models for Drought Tolerance Investigation
Tron, S., Bodner, G., Laio, F., Ridolfi, L., and Leitner, D. (2015). Can diversity in
root architecture explain plant water use efficiency? A Modeling study. Ecol.
Model. 312, 200–210 doi: 10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2015.05.028
Tuberosa, R., Salvi, S., Sanguineti, M. C., Landi, P., Maccaferri, M., and Conti, S.
(2002a). Mapping QTLS regulating morpho-physiological traits and yield: case
studies, shortcomings and perspectives in drought-stressedmaize.Ann. Bot. 89,
941–963. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcf134
Tuberosa, R., Sanguineti, M. C., Landi, P., Michela Giuliani, M., Salvi, S.,
and Conti, S. (2002b). Identification of QTLs for root characteristics in
maize grown in hydroponics and analysis of their overlap with QTLs for
grain yield in the field at two water regimes. Plant Mol. Biol. 48, 697–712.
doi: 10.1023/A:1014897607670
Uga, Y., Okuno, K., and Yano,M. (2008). QTLs underlying natural variation in stele
and xylem structures of rice root. Breed. Sci. 58, 7–14. doi: 10.1270/jsbbs.58.7
Vadez, V. (2014). Root hydraulics: the forgotten side of root in drought adaptation.
Field Crops Res. 165, 15–24. doi: 10.1016/j.fcr.2014.03.017
Vadez, V., Kholova, J., Medina, S., Aparna, K., and Anderberg, H. (2014).
Transpiration efficiency: new insights into an old story. J. Exp. Bot. 65,
6141–6153. doi: 10.1093/jxb/eru040
Vadez, V., Kholová, J., Yadav, R. S., and Hash, C. T. (2013). Small temporal
differences in water uptake among varieties of pearl millet (Pennisetum glaucum
(L.) R. Br.) are critical for grain yield under terminal drought. Plant Soil 371,
447–462. doi: 10.1007/s11104-013-1706-0
Vadez, V., Krishnamurthy, L., Hash, C. T., Upadhyaya, H. D., and Borrell, A.
K. (2011). Yield, transpiration efficiency, and water use variations and their
relationships in the sorghum reference collection. Crop Pasture Sci. 62, 1–11.
doi: 10.1071/CP11007
Vadez, V., Soltani, A., Krishnamurthy, L., and Sinclair, T. R. (2012). Modelling
possible benefit of root related traits to enhance terminal drought adaption of
chickpea. Field Crops Res. 137, 108–115. doi: 10.1016/j.fcr.2012.07.022
van den Honert, T. H. (1948). Water transport in plants as a catenary process.
Discuss. Faraday Soc. 3:146. doi: 10.1039/df9480300146
van Noordwijk, M., and Mulia, R. (2002). Functional branch analysis as tool
for fractal scaling above-and belowground trees for their additive and non-
additive properties. Ecol. Modell. 149, 41–51. doi: 10.1016/S0304-3800(01)
00513-0
Varshney, R. K., Thudi, M., Nayak, S. N., Gaur, P. M., Kashiwagi, J.,
Krishnamurthy, L., et al. (2014). Genetic dissection of drought tolerance in
chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.). Theor. Appl. Genet. 127, 445–462. doi: 10.1007/s0
0122-013-2230-6
Vos, J., Evers, J. B., Buck-Sorlin, G. H., Andrieu, B., Chelle, M., and De
Visser, P. H. B. (2010). Functional-structural plant modelling: a new
versatile tool in crop science. J. Exp. Bot. 61, 2101–2115. doi: 10.1093/jxb/
erp345
Vos, J., Marcelis, L. F. M., and Evers, J. B. (2007). Functional-Structural
plant modelling in crop production: adding a dimension. Frontis 22, 1–12.
doi: 10.1007/1-4020-6034-3
Walk, T., Jaramillo, R., and Lynch, J. (2006). Architectural tradeoffs between
adventitious and basal roots for phosphorus acquisition. Plant Soil 279:347.
doi: 10.1007/s11104-005-0389-6
Wasson, A. P., Richards, R. A., Chatrath, R., Misra, S. C., Prasad, S. V., Rebetzke,
G. J., et al. (2012). Traits and selection strategies to improve root systems
and water uptake in water-limited wheat crops. J. Exp. Bot. 63, 3485–3498.
doi: 10.1093/jxb/ers111
Xu, L., Henke, M., Zhu, J., Krth, W., and Buck-Sorlin, G. (2011). A functional-
structural model of rice linking quantitative genetic information with
morphological development and physiological processes. Ann. Bot. 107,
817–828. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcq264
Zarebanadkouki, M., Kim, Y., Jijh, L., and Hyg, B. (2012). Quantification and
modeling of local root water uptake using neutron radiography and deuterated
water. Vadose Zo. J. 11. doi: 10.2136/vzj2011.0196
Zarebanadkouki, M., Kim, Y. X., and Carminati, A. (2013).Where do roots take up
water? Neutron radiography of water flow into the roots of transpiring plants
growing in soil. New Phytol 199, 1034–1044. doi: 10.1111/nph.12330
Zarebanadkouki, M., Kroener, E., Kaestner, A., and Carminati, A. (2014).
Visualization of root water uptake: Quantification of deuterated water transport
in roots using neutron radiography and numerical modeling. Plant Physiol. 166,
487–499. doi: 10.1104/pp.114.243212
Zhan, A., Schneider, H., and Lynch, J. P. (2015). Reduced lateral root branching
density improves drought tolerance inmaize. Plant Physiol. 168, U1603–U1885.
doi: 10.1104/pp.15.00187
Zheng, H. G., Babu, R. C., Pathan, M. S., Ali, L., Huang, N., Courtois, B.,
et al. (2000). Quantitative trait loci for root-penetration ability and root
thickness in rice: comparison of genetic backgrounds. Genome 43, 53–61.
doi: 10.1139/g99-065
Zimmermann, M. H. (1978). Hydraulic architecture of some diffuse-porous trees.
Can. J. Bot. 56, 2286–2295. doi: 10.1139/b78-274
Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2017 Ndour, Vadez, Pradal and Lucas. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution
or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 18 September 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 1577
